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Mr. ARCHER said he was not aware; but he 
supposed that no one except the senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Crirrenpen] himself. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that, according to the 
rules of the Senate, the joint resolution could not be 
finally disposed of to-morrow, unless by the unanim- 
ous consent of the Senate. Suppose it were ordered to 
be engrossed, any one senator might object to taking 
the question upon the passage until the next day; 
and thus the resolution would not be sent back to 
the House until Friday. If such were the case, it 
was evident that the resolution would fall through. 
He therefore asked that the unanimous consent of 
the Senate should be given to take the question on 
the firal a e of the resolution to-morrow. 

Mr. ARCHER could assure the senator from Ar- 
kansas that there would he no disposition on the 
part of the opponents of the joint resolution to de- 
feat it in that manner. 

A general acquiescence in these suggestions ap- 
pearing to be given, 

She motion to adjourn was put, and carried with- 
out a division. 

So the Senate adjourned at 104 o’clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenegspay, February 27, 1845. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, at an early stage, and Mr. 
BIDLACK subsequently, moved that the reading of 
the journal be dispensed with; but Mr. DROM- 
GOOLE, Mr. COBB, and other gentlemen objected, 
and insisted — its reading entire. 

The journal was accordingly read at length, occu- 
pying precisely half an hour. 

After some conversation between Mr. DROM- 
GOOLE and the SPEAKER as to the manner in 
which a point of order had been recorded, (or failed 
to be recorded,) the journal without amendment 
was approved. 


EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WOODWARD asked leave to make a per- 
sonal explanation. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order, except 
by the general consent of the House. 

Unanimous consent being accorded, 

Mr. WOODWARD said: In the report of the 
Globe of the proceedings of yesterday, on the bill 
to reduce the rates of postage, &c., the following 
statement occurs: ‘‘Mr. Woopwarp offered an 
amendment to make all periodical matter free of 

stage.” In the confusion that prevailed in the 

ouse, he was entirely misunderstood by the re- 
porters. The amendment offered was to exempt 
privaie agents from punishment for conveying mail 
matter entitled by law to be transmitted free of 
postage. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY asked leave to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WELLER objected, and insisted on the reg- 
ular order of business. 

POST OFFICE BILL. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in or- 
der was the bill ‘‘to reduce the rates of postage, to 
limit the use and correct the abuse of the franking 
privilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the 
revenues of the Post Office Department; the pre- 
vious question on which had been moved and sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered, when the 
House adjourned yesterday. 

The question was first put on concurring in the 
first amendment of the Committee of the Whole, 
providing that the bill shall go into operation on the 
ist of July next: carried without a division. 

The question was next put on concurring in the 
next amendment of the Scamenioon of the Whole, 
inserting the words “for any distance over 300 
miles 10 cents;” thus making the postages on all sin- 
gle‘letters not exceeding half an ounce in weight 5 
cents for 300 miles and under, and 10 cents for any 
distance exceeding 300 miles. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays on 
this question; which were ord and the ques- 
tion being put, it was decided in affirmative— 
yeas 110, nays 85, as follows: 

_ YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Bayly, Belser, Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, 


Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wil- 


liam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepard 
Cary, Reuben Chapman, — A. Chapman, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, 
Deberry. Dellet, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dun- 
can, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Grinnell, Gri- 
der, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, An- 
drew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
McCauslen, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Joseph Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, 
Payne, Pettit, Peyton, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Senter, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stiles, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, John White, 
Benjamin White, Winthrop, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, 
Yancey, and Yost—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Barnard, Benton, Brengle, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Carpenter, Jeremiah EF. Cary, 
Carroll, Causin, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Dermeh, 
Dickey, Dunlap, Fish, Florence, Foot, Fuller, Giddings, 
Byram Green, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Edward S. Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Leonard, 
Lyon, Maclay, McClelland, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward J. 
Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Owen, Pater- 
son, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Robin- 
son, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Sever- 
ance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Slidell, Al- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, Thomas- 
son, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, 
Wheaton, Williams, and William Wright—85. 


The next amendment was the one made, on the 
motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, in the 6th section, to 
strike out the words “from and after the passage of 
this act,’’ and insert ‘“‘lst July next,” as the time 
from which the franking privilege should be discon- 
tinued to the officers of the government. 


On this tellers were called for, and Messrs. THom- 
asson and Haratson were appointed. 

Great confusion ensued, many gentlemen desiring 
to show the inconsistency of other sections with 
this. 

Mr. MURPHY called for the reading of the 5th 
section, by which all laws conferring the franking 
privilege were repealed immediately on the passage 
of this bill; consequently if this amendment chang- 
ing the day mentioned in the 6th section to the Ist 
July aoa be concurred in, it would not continue 
the franking privilege to that day unless the 5th 
section shou ihe amended also; and in the mean- 
time no provision would be made for the payment 
of the postages of officers of the government. 


Mr. BARNARD desired to make some suggestion 
to the House in relation to the amendment; but he 
was met with loud cries of ‘“‘No, no.” 

Mr. HAMMETT hoped the House would—— 
{Cries of ‘‘Order, order.”’] 

The SPEAKER again directed the tellers to take 
the vote; but the yeas and nays were then demand- 
ed. They, however, were not ordered, only 13 vot- 
ing for the motion. 

fr. SAMPLE called for the reading of the entire 

section, for he said it was not understood. 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said, often as the section had 
been read, it was still not understood; and he desired 
to know if the amendment procrastinated the opera- 
tion of the whole bill, or only that particular sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SCHENCK also rose, and said he desired to 
submit a proposition. [Cries of ‘No, no.”] He 
would ask the permission of the House to have it 
read. [Cries of “‘No, no.”] 

The SPEAKER again instructed the tellers to 
take the vote, and it was taken accordingly; and 
they reported 15 in the affirmative, and Bo in the 
negative: no quorum voting. 

fter some confused conversation, and the stren- 
uous exertions of the Speaker to cause the House 
to come to order, the vote was once more taken; and 
the tellers reported 38 in the affirmative, and 121 in 
the negative. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. HARDIN rose to make an appeal to the 
House not to embarrass the new ,postmaster with 
this bill. [Cries of “‘Order.”’) 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
engrossment of the amendments for a third reading; 
which was agreed to. 





VotumeE 14....No. 23. 


The next question was on the third reading of the 
vill. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved the previous question. 

Mr. G. W. JONES inquired if the bill had been 








engrossed. 

The SPEAKER replied that the bill was engross- 
ed before it came to this House. 

Mr. THOMASSON inquired if the bill could be 
amended. 

The SPEAKER said it could not at this ume. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired whether, if the 
House should refuse to second the demand for the 
a question, a motion to recommit would not 

in order. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded—94 voting in the affirmative, and 53 in the 
negative. The main question was aiso ordered to 
be now put. 

: _ main question was on the passage of the 
ill. 

Mr. PETTIT called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote stocd—yeas 
128, nays 74, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Baker, Barnard, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brinkerhof, Brod. 
head, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, Carpenter, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepard Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, 
Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Da- 
vis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, 
Foot, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Edward 8. Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Hays, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McDowell, Melivaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Merse, Mose- 
ley, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Phoenix, 
Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Ritter, Robin- 
son, Rockwell, Kodney, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sam- 
»le, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
f Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, John T. 
Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, A. P. Stone, 
Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, Benjamin 
White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—128. 

NAYS—Messrs, Arrington, Ashe, Barringer, Beyly, Bel- 
ser, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, Aeron V. Brown, 
Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, Caldwell, rae 
bell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, 
John W. Davis, Deberry, Dromgoole, Ficklin, French, 
Goggin, Willis Green, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeClernand, 
McConnell, McKay, Isaac E. Morse, Newten, Payne, 
Pettit, Peyton, Rayner, David 8. Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, 
Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Steenred, Stiles, 
Summers, Taylor, Thompson, Tucker, Weller, Joha 
White, Woodward, and Yancey—74. 


{Mr. Born naving been temporarily absent when 
his name was called, asked the genera! consent of 
the House to record his vote; which was refused. 
He said he should have voted in the negative had 
he been permitted. ] 

So the bill was passed. 

The title having been read, viz: “A bill to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the 
abuse of the franking privilege, and for the preven- 
tion of frauds on the revenues of the post office 
department,” and agreed to, (as the reporter under- 


stood, ) 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and asked leave to cali up 
a motion of reconsideration made a few days since. 

Mr. THOMPSON rose and oljjected to the title, 
and moved to amend it by striking out the title and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“A billto make the post office department a nuisance, 
and to guaranty the tariff law of 1842.” 

Mr. ELMER raised the point of order against 
the amendment on the ground that it was 4 reflection 
on ths House. ' 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
stating that he considered the amendment in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON said no opportunity has 
been allowed me for the expression of my 
views on this subject. The course I have pur- 
sued on this bill has been followed with 
a view to make known my determined opposition 
to this measure. This bill is passed, and, in truth, 
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I consider the title offered, in my opinion, the most 
correct and truthful title that can be made. The 
only object I have in view is to illustrate this propo- 
sition. 

No member on this floor, in the discussion of 
this bill, has pretended to assert that the revenucs 
that will arise under the rates established by this 
law will be sufficient to keep in operation the pres- 
ent post routes as they now exist. This is a fact 
beyond all dispute. No one has the temerity to de- 
ny it. Then it follows, as a consequence, that, 
either the preses’ mail service must be discontinued, 
or the money necessary to keep it in operation 
raust be drawn from the treasury; and by the calcula- 
tion of the chairman of the Post Office and Post 
Roads, we are informed that the receipts under this 
bill will not exceed $2,000,000; and that a require- 
ment, to keep up the present mail facilities, will be 
at least $3,000,000 in addition. Now, sir, this sim- 
ple statement verifies the amendment of the title 
now offered. 

Mr. Speaker, the great mass of the people of the 
United States are agriculturists; and in this mat- 
ter their interest 1s adverse to the commercial men 
of the cities. And while the members on this floor 
from the cities are few,and the members from the 
interior are numerous, yet the cities, weak as they 
are, are now prevailing over the country. And the 
effect will be that, if you discontinue the mail 
routes and mail service now existing in the coun- 
try, the great mass of the people of the United States 
will sensibly feel the Post Office Department as a 
public nuisance; and such will be the discon- 
tent in this country thatl am greatly mistaken if 
members will not yet feel the wrath of an indignant 
people. The canting phrase that your letters are 
cheap, will not save members from their severest cen- 
sure. ‘The people know this government, and feel 
its advantages, only through the post office. Here- 
tofore they have been content with such facilities as 
they were afforded by the accruing revenues of that 
department; they are not willing to give up these 
advantages, so long and so happily enjoyed by the 
mass of the people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, | am to be told that it is not 
the intention of this bill tocurtail the mail service 
now enjoyed. Then you must draw from the treas- 
ury the necessary means to sustain the department. 
This fact will make this bill a public nuisance, 
and guaranty the continuance of the tariff law of 
1842. Thus you willmake the man who does not 
use the post office pay for the correspondence of 
those who choose to avail themselves of its conve- 
mence. You make those who do not correspond, 
defray the expense of the correspondence of those for 
whose benefit the post office was established. For 
sixty years tt has been generally agreed that those 
who are the post office should meet and pay the ex- 
penses necessary to keep it up; and this violation 
of the general wish willform another reason for the 
propriety of the amendment to the title. 

But there is another partof this bill which will 
render it odious to the country, and, in my estima- 
Lion, isan outrage to the common sense of the country. 
1 wilallude to the franking privilege of the members 
of Congress. tis required of each postmaster to 
keep an account of all the free matter which comes 
to each office. The postage is to be paid out of the 
treasury of the United States. The result of this ar- 
rangement will be, that while but few will be the re- 
ciprents of our favors, the many will have to pay 
the charges incurred in dispensing these bounties of 
the members of Congress. Thus this bill will be- 
come a public nuisance. 

In addition to this, while the poor postmasters, 
and the contractors and others connected with the 
Post Office Department, have heavy penalties at- 
tached to the violation of their privileges, small as 
they are under this bill, yet lordly members of 
Congress can use or abuse their privileges and no 
penalty is affixed. This supposes a purity on the 
part of members of Congress, and a suspicion of 
the other persons connected with the post office, 
which will strike our constituents with amazement, 
and will entitle this bill to the appellation I have 
given it. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS raised the point of 
order against the discussion of the merits of the bill 
on the question of its title. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, and 
referred as a precedent confirmatory of the decision 
to a debate which had arisen of similar character on 
ihe sub-treasury bill. It was difficult to prescribe 
the exact lines within which the debate might prop- 
erly be carried on, but the Chair did not consider 


the gentleman’s remarks thus far inapplicable to the 
amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair; and demanded thereon the previous ques- 
tion. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, the main question was ordered, and being 
“shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of this House?” was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 74, noes 40. 

So the decision of the Chair was confirmed. 

Mr. THOMPSON was again proceeding with 
his remarks, when 

Mr. STETSON raised another point of order, 
that the previous question having been ordered on 
the passage ofthe bill, itattached to the title thereof as 
an incident to the bill; and in support of this, he re- 
ferred to a decision of the Chair ruling out of order 
debate on the title of the bill to repeal the sub-treas- 
ury act. 

After a brief discussion on the point of order, in 
which Messrs. STETSON, WELLER, COBB, 
and THOMPSON, took part, 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed. I will relieve gen- 
tlemen if they will withdraw their points of order. 
I will content myself with merely entering my pro- 
test against this bill, though I was exceedingly de- 
sirous of expressing my views in extenso in Opposi- 
tion to this iniquitous measure. In five minutes I 
will conclude my remarks. I will not embarrass 
the Speaker. 

The franking privilege, as secured by this bill, is 
an odious privilege. Under it a member may frank 
the letters of all his friends, and incur no penalty. 
He becomes a poor agent of the Post Office Depart- 
ment; and all others abusing its veeuer are se- 
verely punished. This provision will make this bill 
an abomination in the eyes of the people, or I am 
greatly deceived. 

One other point. So meagre and despicable 
will be the remuneration to your country post- 
masters, that it will be impossible for the gov- 
ernment to command materials worthy of the high 
trust to be reposed in this most useful and necessary 
class of officers. It throws the post offices into un- 
worthy hands, and thus this bill will become a public 
nuisance. As I have no hope of carrying the 
amendment I have proposed, | will relieve gentle- 
men and withdraw it. 

The title of the bill was then agreed to. 


Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved the reconsidera- 
tion of the vote on the passage of the bill, and 
moved the previous question; which was seconded 
by the House, and under its operation the reconsid- 
eration was refused. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to take up the motion to 
reconsider the vote laying the graduation land bill 
on the table. 

Mr. SUMMERS asked the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion for five ntfinutes, to allow him to 
make a report. 

Mr. HOUSTON declined on the ground that 
similar applications were made by several other gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. VINTON moved a call of the House; which 
motion being carried, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to suspend further 
proceedings under the call; which motion prevailed 
“ 88, noes 63. 

r. HOPKINS asked if it was in order to move 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. It was im- 
portant to pass on the bill establishing mail routes, 
so that it might be sent to the Senate in time to be 
acted on there. 

The SPEAKER said the motion would not be in 
order. 

The question was then put on the motion for re- 
consideration, and decided in the negative—yeas 
81, nays 97, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepard Cary, Reuben ae 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Dana, Serta 5 
John W. Davis, Dellet, Douglass, Duncan, Dunlap, El- 
mer, Ficklin, Foster, Fuller, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Leonard, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Joseph 
Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D Pot- 
ter, Relfe, Roberts, St. John, Sample, Simpson, Slidell, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Benjamin White, Williams, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yancey—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Bay- 


ly, Brengle, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carpenter, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingwen, Coles, 
Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard p. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Farlee, 
Fish, Florenee, Foot, French, Giddings, Goggin, Byram 
Green, Grider, Hale, Edward S. Hamlin, Harper, Hu rd, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersojj, 
Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Dan. 
iel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lucas, McIlvaine, McKay, Marsh, 
Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Newton, 
Paterson, Phoenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Pres. 
ton, Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David s. 
Reid, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Rodney, Rogers, Russe], 
Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, 
Spence, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Strong, Summers, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanme-. 
ter, Vinton, Wethered, John White, Winthrop, Wooi. 
ward, William Wright, and Yost—97. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS AND RIVERS 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Boyn in the chair. 

Mr. JAMESON moved that the committee take 
up bill 541, making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of certain rivers therein men- 
tioned. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take up 
bill 501, being a bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army for the year ending on the 30th 
June, 1846. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the question must 
be first taken on the latter, being one of the general 
appropriation bills. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Hovstoy 
and Parerson were appointed, and they reported 
73 in the affirmative, and 75 in the negative. 

So the motion of Mr. McKay was negatived. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Jameson, which was carried; the same tellers _re- 
porting 99 in the affirmative, and 40 in the negative. 

The Clerk then read the bill at length as follows: 


A bill making appropriations for the improvement of the 
navigation of certain rivers therein mentioned. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropri 
ated, to be paid out of any unappropriated money in the 
treasury, for the owns ea viz: ‘ 

For keeping in repair and extending the public works, 
and removing the obstructions in the Hudson river, between 
the cities of Troy and Albany, and below the latter place, 
to render more accessible the United States arsenal and 
depot situated between these cities, one hundred thousand 
dollars; 

For removing obstructions in the Savannah river, thirty- 
five thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the navigation of Newark bay, 
and the Passaic river, near Newark, New Jersey, fifteen 
thousand dollars; 

For removing obstructions from the mouth of the Susque- 
hanna river, near Havre-de-Grace, and improving the man 
channel into the Chesapeake bay, twenty thousand dollars; , 

For the improvement of the Ohio above the falls, one hun 
dred thousand dollars: and of this sum, the Secretary otf 
War, if he deems it advisable, may apply fifteen thousand 
dollars to the improvement of what is commonly called the 
Indian chute, in the falls. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river below the falls at 
Louisville, and of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas 
rivers, two hundred and forty thousand dollars. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out this bill, 
and insert a substitute which he sent to the Chair. 
The substitute was understood to embody the whole 
of bill No. 542, being a bill making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of certain eastern and 
western harbors, with some important alterations. 

The amendment was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. RAYNER obtained the floor. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR rose to a question of order. 
He said it was not in order to strike out an entire 
bili and substitute another bill on the calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the substitute 
was not a strict copy of any bill on the calendar, 
there being some important alterations made in it. | 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS contended that it was not in 
order to strike out the whole bill and insert any- 
thing, the object in Committee of the Whole being 
the perfecting of the bill. 

Some further conversation on a point of order 
arose between Messrs. TIBBATTS and BAR- 
NARD. 

Mr. BARNARD objected to the amendment of 
Mr. Tissatts, on the ground that it incorporated 
another pending bill before the House; which was 
in contravention, he contended, of the express pro- 
vision of rule No. 55. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order, on the 
ground that the amendment was not identical with 
the bill, an addition having been made. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved an amendment ap- 
propriating $100,000 for keeping in repair, and ex- 
tending the public works, and removing the ob- 
structions in the Hudson river, between the cities of 
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Troy and Albany, and below the latter place, to ren- 


Jer more accessible the United States arsenal and | 


depot situated between these cities. 
Mr. RAYNER resumed the floor. Remarking 


that the House were now in Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union, he proposed to 
consider the state of the Union in its foreign as well 
as domestic relations. He was utterly op to 
the wild and extravagant expenditure of money 
proposed by this bill. It was proposed by this 
House to enter into a new and extravagant system 
of internal improvemiénts, which was so well cal- 
culated to excite distrust and sectional jealousies 
among the people of this country. 


In addition to | 


this was the fact that these appropriations were not | 


made on their own merits, but voted for by mem- 
bers from different sections, on the mutual under- 


standing, “if you aid my proposition, 1 will aid | 


yours.” He was in favor of improving the great 
thoroughfares of this country; but to this system 
of logrolling he was utterly oppored. 

Butieven if, on ordinary occasions, he was in fa- 
vor of these appropriations, he was utterly opposed 
tothem when he looked at the condition of the 


country, Which rather warned them to prepare | 
against the day of evil; which every patriot and | 


statesman must see was impending over the coun- 
try, instead of launchirg into the system of extrava- 
gance proposed. He thought it very probable 
before another sun rose and set, the destiny of this 
nation, for weal or wo, would be fixed for years to 
come. The glory and honor of our country, he 
feared, had neared its culminating point, and in all 
probability its descent would be in a corresponding 
ratio to its upward flight to the pinnacle of glory 
and honor. He adverted to a measure pending in 
another branch of this legislature. He now gave 
notice that he should continue the remarks which 


had been cut off by the rule the other day, for he | 


favored not the habit of getting upand saying afew 
words, and then publishing a long speech: what he 
put on paper he chose to say here. 

He then first proceeded to argue partly in reply to 
Mr. Dovetass, that the treaty of 1803 imposed on 
usno obligations to annex Texas to the United 
States. 

Another reason why he went against this extrav- 
agant expenditure for internal improvements, was 
the millions of the debt of Texas which would be 
entailed on the United States in case this annexation 
scheme was accomplished. He spoke not of the 
direct assumption of the debts of Texas; but what, 
he asked, would be our relation towards the credit- 
ors of Texas in case we annexed her. Would the 
civilized world hold us blameless, if, taking away 
the resources of Texas, we refused to pay her debts? 
He honestly believed, he said, if this 
was carried into consummation, this country would, 
in less than six months, be involved in all the hor- 
rors of war. He commented on the reckless man- 
ner in which war had been spoken of and dared, 
from time to time, by gentlemen on this floor. 

He was sorry to see the lurking hostility to Eng- 
land that had lately manifested itself in certain quar- 
ters urging us into this ‘Texas crusade and into 
taking possession of Oregon. He had heard gen- 
tlemen talk of our ability to cope with England, and 
of our ability to inflict on her the greatest injuries; 
and he had heard them talk of the American eagle 
driving the British lion from the continent. 
te greatest captain on earth boasted that he would 


eXas project | 





Why, | 


plant his eagles on the towers of Lisbon and drive | 


the British lion from the continent of Europe; but 
the British lion kept advancing onwards till he 
made his lair in the palace of the Tuilleries, and 
sent that great captain to be caged on a rock in the 
midst of the Atlantic ocean. But if gentlemen 
would have war—if they would annex Texas, and, 


in defiance of treaty stipulations, take possession of | 


Uregon—then he begged of them to take care of the 
public treasury and eep the money to pay soldiers 
instead of squandering it on magnificent schemes of 
internal improvements. He then referred io the 
Texas ——, and after expressing his sympa- 
thies and good wishes for the people of Texas, con- 
tended that we ought to avoid interfering with their 
affairs. He deprecated the course taken by Messrs. 
Upshurand Calhoun in their correspondence on the 

eXas question, alleging that they had connected it 
from beginning to end with the question of slavery. 
He had always contended that slavery was a south- 
‘rn institution with which this government had no 
+ to interfere either for or against it. Yet 
Messrs. Upshur and Calhoun, in their correspond- 
ence, had relinquished that strong ground. 


‘| people. 











He concluded with an a 
rty; which, however, he 
is hour =F 
Mr. THOMASSON next obtained the floor, and | 
he commenced with some remarks on the speech of | 
the gentleman who had just preceded him. He | 
next discountenanced the introduction of any 


trophe to the whig | 
ad not finished when | 


| amendment which would call for an executive veto, 


such as the proposed amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. 


Mr. BARNARD interposed, and made some ex- 
lanations, in the course of which he said that he 
ad good reason for believing that the President 

would not veto a bill making an appropriation for 
the Hudson river. ° 


Mr. THOMASSON said he had fiot had any op- 
portunity of ascertaining the views of the executive 
on that subject, but he could not forget the veto of 
the last session. He then proceeded to argue in 
favor of the bill, and to show the vast utility of these 
proposed works of improvement in relation to the 
national defences, and the general interests of the 


Mr. THOMPSON made some observations to 
show the reason why he opposed the appropriations 
for works within the States. 


Mr. THOMASSON said these were mainly = 
highways of the nation, and were worthy o 

ail of the general government. He called the at- 
tention of the House to some statistics which he 
had prepared of the loss annually sustained by Ken- | 
tucky by the obstructions in these waters. While 
one life was lost on the seaboard, they lost a dozen; 
and yet, whenever an appropriation was called for 
for any of the great works on the Atlantic seaboard, 
the vote of Kentucky had not been withheld when 
she had been appealed to. 


While the commerce of the West was charged 
$140,000 per ye to pass the falls of the Ohio river, 
nothing could be got from this House to relieve | 
them from this immense tax; and, at the same time, 
millions and millions of appropriations for the Atlan- | 
tic coast were made by Congress, and with the su 
port of the representatives from Kentucky. He 
gave notice that he should, before the bill was passed 
through, move an amendment for the purchase by 
the government of the stock in the Louisville and 
Portland canal, to make it free of toll. 

Mr. T. having concluded, 

Mr. MURPHY obtained the floor. In relation 
to the bill under consideration, his opinion was, 
and long had been, that it embraced principles which, 
if carried out, would lead to the destruction of the 
government. He did not, however, oppose all ap- 
propriations for internal improvements, because 
some of them he beliéved to be constitutional as 
well as in some cases expedient. He should not, at 
this time, discuss the bill under consideration, but, 
following the lead of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Rayner,] he should, in this Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, consider the 
state of the Union generally, both foreign and do- 
mestic, and reply to gentlemen who had participated 
in the previous debates of this session. It was well 
known that at the late canvass a new issue had been 
introduced, looking to a change of our naturalization 
system. In that canvass he had been defeated; | 
but he rather rejoiced at it defending the principles 
that he had espoused, than to have been the suc- 
cessful one on other grounds. An honorable gen- 
tleman [Mr. Ciineman] had seen fit to travel out of 
the beaten track of debate, and to bestow his 
attention on the State of New York. He read from 
Mr. Cuineman’s speech, charging extensive frauds 
in the elections of New York, and in the 
judiciary of that State in naturalizing voters illegal- 
“ He pronounced this charge a slander on the 
judiciary, and onthe voters of his State. But the 

entleman no doubt had received his information 
rom other sources; for the gentleman, as he learned, 
was at that time actively engaged in electioneering 
for his idol, Mr. Clay, in his own district of “Bun- 
combe,” in which the census returns showed that 
one-quarter of the whole free white voters could not 
read or write. Frauds by the democratic ee ! 
Had the gentleman forgotten the Bela Badger frauds, 
by which | numbers of voters were transported 
from Philadelphia to New York, to decide their 
election? In this recent election the frauds had been 
all against the democratic —: In reference to 
Mr. Cuineman’s charge, of the circulation exten- | 


the } 











ed in this city during the entire recess in franking 
documents. 

The gentlemav had seen fit to attack the Empire 
Club, Capt. Rhynders, its president, and its other of- 
ficers, as blacklegs, &c. He thought it was rather 


unkind in the gentleman to make this charge, con- 


| sidering the relation in which the gentleman stood 


to one of the presidential candidstes. 
similar charges made against Mr. Clay. 
nothing of the correctness of either. 
they stood on the same fvoting. 


He alluded to the charge made by Mr. fCutwne- 
MAN of voters voting sixteen times in New York. If 
the gentleman’s informant knew this fact, why did 
he not bring it before the tribunals which were ee- 
tablished for that purpose? If it were true, they 
must have been whigs; and that is the reason why it 
had not before been brought out to light. 

He noticed further the charge of Mr. C., that an 
arrangement was made by which the salors on the 
United States ship North Carolina were to be 
brought to Brooklyn to vote for him (Mr. M.;) and 
that, by the failure of this arrangement, by mis- 


There were 
He knew 
As it was, 


take—the sailors going over to the wrong 
side, to New York, and voting for his collearue— 
his (Mr. M.’s) election was lost to him. He 


pronounced this statement in all its particulars 
false. He had never heard or dreamed of it before 
he heard it alluded to by the gentleman on this 
floor. 


He gave a graphic account of the modus operandi 
of a certain rather questionable class of characters 
which he was sorry to say they had among them in 
New York, who played what was called the drop 
game. These persons watched the arrivals of 
steamboats and railroad cars, and selecting some 
traveller whom they considered green, (as they 
styled them,) they followed him, some preceding 
him, and dropping a purse containing a few spurious 
bills or coins; on finding which, the dispute arising 
between them as to whose should be the treasure, 
was finally settled by placing it, in consideration of 
some small reward, in the hands of the unsuspect- 
ing, inexperienced traveller, whose first discovery 
of the worthlessness of his prize resulted from his 
attempt to pass them off. Thus, he thought, the 
gentleman, so anxious in hunting up election frauds, 
must have fallen in with perhaps a similar class in 
politics, who had palmed off upon him these forge- 
ries, which were discovered, and their true charac- 
ter revealed as soon as he had attempted to pass 
them off on this floor. [Laughter.} 


He went on to explain the origin, objects, and 
movements of the native American party, and 
showed that their policy was in direct opposition te 
the principles on which our government was found- 
ed. This movement was nota novel one, for it had 
its origin in the days of the alien and sedition laws, 
and was defeated then by the republicans under Mr. 
Jefferson, as he trusted it would be now. He de- 
fended the policy of the present naturalization laws, 
and contended that no more frauds had been com- 
mitted under them than under the administration of 
any other laws. All laws were liable to be evaded 
and violated; but he would tell gentlemen that if the 
term of naturalization was extended to 21 years, 
there would be much more danger of fraud and 
pesiury than now, because the inducement would 

greater. 

Before concluding his remarks, Mr. M. yield 
the floor to 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, on whose motion the com- 
mittee rose. 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered a resolution that all de- 
bate, in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, on the bill pending, should cease in half an 
hour dfter the House should again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved to lay this resolu- 
tion on the table; and, on taking the question, the 
vote was—ayes 30), noes 60. 

No ea voting, 

A call of the House was moved and agreed to; 
and the Clerk called the roll, and 131 answered to 
their names. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with, but on that 
question a quorum did not vote. 

Tellers were called for, and ordered; and Messrs. 
H. Hamu and Tuomasson were appointed; and 
they reported 82 in the affirmative, and 36 in the 


sively of franked documents, he reminded the gen- || negative. 


tleman, and the House, of the well-known fact, of 
two honorable members of Congress having remain- 


| pended, 


the proceedings under the call were sus- 
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‘The question then recurred on the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Taat motion was negatived. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved the previous question; 
and it was seconded by the House. 

The main question was also ordered to be now 


put. 
Mr. HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays on | 
the adoption of the resolution; but they were not | 


ordered. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the House 
again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, of Kentucky, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
harbor bill. 

Mr. FICKLIN obtained the floor to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. R. SMITH desired his colleague to yield the 
floor to him, and he would offer the amendment for 
his colleague. 

Mr. FICKLIN assented. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH then proceeded to ad- 
dress the committee. 


A member remarked, “ Now give us a touch at | 


Patagonia, for we have had Texas and nativeism 
under the form of a harbor bill.” 


Mr. R. SMITH said he must decline compliance, | 
for the only portion of the country that he should | 


touch upon would be that through which the “ Cum- 
berland road” ran. [{Laughter. | 


Mr. 8. occupied the remainder of the time allotted | 


to debate in an earnest and forcible ergument in be- 
half of further appropriations for the Cumberland 


road, maintaining its constitutionality, and advo- | 


cating it on considerations of justice and expedi- 
ency. 


The hour for the termination of the debate having | 
arrived, the committee proceeded to vote on the sev- || 


eral amendments offered to the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved an amendment 
to insert $75,000 for the improvement of the Wa- 
bash river in Indiana and Illinois: rejected. 


Mr. SFEENROD moved to strike out, in the | 


clause appropriating $100,000 for the improvement 
of the Ohio river above the falls, the proviso au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War, if he deem it advi- 
sable, to apply $15,600 thereof to the improvement 
of what is commonly called the Indian chute on the 
fails: rejected. 


Mr. FICKLIN offered an amendment appro- | 


priating $100,000 for the improvement of the nav- 


igatioh of the Great Wabash river; $50,000 to the | 


improvement of the navigation of the Embarrass 


river; and $50,000 to the improvement of the Kas. | 
kaskia river; and providing that such members of | 


the corps of topographical ca sme as may not be 
needed about the capital, and as may be entirely 
out of any useful employment, be stationed as a 
a of observation, at eligible points on the lakes 
and rivers herein specified, to be continued until the 
meeting of the next Congress, provided that no 
part of the money herein specified shall be paid to 


the topographical engineers aforesaid. 





| oras committing 





The question was taken, and the amendment was | 


rejected. 

Mr. HOGE offered an amendment, appropriating 
for the improvement of the upper and lower rapids 
in the Mississippi river, $100,000: rejected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered an amendment ap- 
propriating $50,000 for removing the obstructions in 
the Ohio river at the Grand and Little Chains: re- 
jected. 

' Mr. ROBERTS offered an amendment appropri- 
ating $50,000 for the improvement of Pearl river: 
rejected. 

Mr. STEENROD offered an amendment appro- 
priating $30,000 for building a bridge across the 
Ohio river at Wheeling, Virginia: rejected. 

Mr. SLIDELL offered en amendment appropri- 
ating $300,000 for the harbor of New Orleans: re- 
jected. 

Mr. PRATT offered an amendment appropriating 
$15,000 for removing the bar in the Hudson river 
“ppeete the mouth of Catskill creek: rejected. 


Ir. GOGGIN offered an amendment appropri- | 
ating $20,000 for the improvement of the James | 


river: rejected. 

Mr. BLACKWELL offered an amendment ap- 
propriating $100,000 for the improvement of the 
‘Tennessee river: rejected. 

Mr. HAMMETT offered an amendment appro- 
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priating $10,000 for the removal of the bar at Pass 
Christian, in the Gulf of Mexico: rejected. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS offered an amendment appro- 
priating $75,000 for the Wabash river: rejected. 

Mr. J. E. MORSE offered an amendment appro- 
priating $20,000 for the survey and improvement of 
the Sabine river: rejected. 

Mr. HOGE offered an amendment appropriatin 
100,000 for the improvement of the upper an 
ower rapids of the Mississippi river: rejected. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON offered an amend- 
ment appropriating $50,000 for the Tennessee river 
and its tributaries; which was rejected. 

Mr. J. said he would not be understood, in the 
presentation of this amendment, as expressing any 
opinion in relation to the power of the federal gov- 
ernment to rors em money for such purposes, 

imself in any or in favor of the 
general government making inte improvements 
through the States. His opinion, when the ques- 
tion was presented ina proper form, would be ex- 
pressed without reserve. 

Mr. DELLET offered an amendment appro- 
priating $30,000 for erecting fortifications on Dan- 
phin Island, Mobile bay: rejected. 


Mr. STEENROD moved to strike out that por- 
tion of the bill which makes appropriations for the 
Hudson river: rejected. 

Mr. HARDIN offered an amendment appro- 

riating $100,000 for a ship channel round the 
Saut de St. Mary’s; and on taking the question the 
vote was ayes 76, noes 32. 

No quorum voting, 

Mr. HALE moved that the committee rise; which 
motion was rejected. 

The question was again put on Mr. Harptn’s 
amendment, and the vote was ayes 75, noes 23. 

Several amendments were offered and voted upon, 
but amidst the confusion which prevailed, the pur- 
port could not be obtained. 


Mr. BLACKWELL offered an amendment for 
the improvement of the Tennessee river $100,000. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Other amendments were offered by Mr. HAM- 
METT. 

By Mr. HOUSTON, $100,000 for the Missis- 
sippl river: rejected. 

y Mr. STEEN ROD, for a bridge across the 
Ohio river: rejected. 

By Mr. SLIDELL, $300,000 for improving the 
harbor at New Orleans: rejected. 

By Mr. RAYNER, $100,000 for the improvement 
of the navigation from Albemarle to the Atlantic, in 
North Carolina: rejected. 

Ry Mr. CROSS, $75,000 for Red river: rejected. 

Mr STEENROD moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and called the yeas and nays on this mo- 


tion. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

The yeas and nays, and tellers, were successively 
asked, and refused. 

Mr. McK AY appealed to Mr. Toompson to with- 
draw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON complied with the request. 

Mr. McKAY, stating that to-morrow was the last 
day of the session, when, under the rules, bills could 
be sent to the Senate, moved that when the Honse 
adjourn, they adjourn to meet at ten o’clock: which 
was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, the House then 
adjourned to to-merrow, at ten o’clock. 





The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. STILES: The petition of F. A. Tepper, praying 
remuneration for services not provided for by law, as the 
United States “weigher and gauger” at Savannah, Georgia: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The memorial of T. B. Hudson and 
others, acommittee of a public meeting of the citizens of 
St. Louis, submitting facts and reasons in support of the en- 
largement of the appropriation for the harbor of St. Louis, 
Missouri: referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State ofthe Union. i 

By Mr. J. BLACK: Two petitions, signed by 240 citizens 
of Franklin county, Pennsylvania, praying t the Senate 
bill for the reduction on postage may become a law: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 
By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Silas Chatfield, 








| 
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of McHenry county, Illinois, fora pension: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

«4 Mr. ROGERS: The petition of 155 citizens of Green. 
wich, Washington county, New York, in favor of the post 
office bill fromthe Senate, and praying for the passage of 
the same: referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of th@Union. 

By H. DODGE: The petition of 141 citizens of the Terr; 
tory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appropriation {oy 
a light-house at Sank harbor, Washington county, on the 
western shore of Lake Michigan, in said Territory: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. The petition of 63 citi. 
zens of Milwaukie county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
the establishment of a mail route from the town’ Milwaukie 
to Wawatoosi and Brookfield, through the south part of 
Menomonie, Lisbon and Warsaw ,and through the north part 
of Delafield, intersecting the mail route at the town of Sum. 
mit, in said Territory: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of 208 citizens o{ 
the Territory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of q 
mail route from Gratiot’s Grove, lowa county, to Madison 
the seat of government in said Territory: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DANA: The memorial of George Lane 
and other publishers in New York, against forcing all 
newspapers to pass through the mail. Also, the petition oj 
170 inhabitants of Penn Yann, Yates county, New York 
praying the passage of the Senate bill reducing postage to 

ve cents on a letter not exceeding half an ounce in weight 
Also, the petition of 130 inhabitants of Ithaca, New York. 
praying for the passage of the Senate bill to reduce post. 


age. 

By Mr. FRENCH: The petition of James Abbot, of Law. 
rence county, poy praying for a pension: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A petition from a large number of the 
inhabitants of Catskill, for the removal of obstructions jn 
the navigation of their creek at its junction with the Hud. 
son river. 

By Mr. STRONG: Several petitions numerously signed 
by the inhabitants of Riverhead and Patchogue, in Suftolk 
county, New York, praying the House to pass the Senate 
bill for the reduction of postage. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Edward Corning and 
others, of Brooklyn, in the State of New York, praying the 
passage of the Senate bill for the reduction of postage. 


IN SENATE. ° 
Tuurspay, February 27, 1845. 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, the reading of the 





journal was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the memorial of the legislative assembly of Wis- 
consin, relative to the United States road from the 
falls of St. Croix to Laporte, on Lake Superior, and 
other roads; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from 
Natchez, Mississippi, praying a reduction of the 
rates of postage, and the abolition of the franking 
privilege: ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. BATES presented a report of a committee 
agopted by the legislature of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, accompanied by resolutions which 
passed that body, declaring its opposition to the ac- 
somes of any foreign territory to the United 

tates by legislative enactment as repugnant to the 
constitution; and to the admission into the Union of 
Texas, or any State or Territory not now within 
the limits of the Union, on any other basis than the 
perfect equality of freemen. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, re- 
ported a bill supplementary to the act entitled An 
act regulating the value of foreign coin at the cus- 
tom-kouses of the United States—regulating the 
value of the Austrian florin; which was read twice; 
and, the previous orders being postponed for the 
purpese, was taken up and considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole, reported to the Senate, and 
finally passed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill to abolish the land of- 
fice at Fort Wayne, Indiana, to modify the bounda- 
ries of certain land districts, and to provide for the 
sale of certain lands acquired from the Miami ln- 
dians,in the same State; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Mr. PEARCE introduced a joint resolution con- 
cerning the accounting officers of the treasury; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from John 
Smith Hanna, of Baltimore, against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which the subject was referred, reported 
a resolution in favor of printing 500 copies extra of 
the astronomical and magnetic observations made 
YY Lieutenant Gillis, under the instruction of the 

avy Department of the 13th August, 1838; which 
was agreed to. : 

On motion by Mr. CHOATE, the Committee on 
the Library was di from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of the American Statistical 
Association, praying the adoption of measures for 
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the correction of errors in the returns of the sixth 

census; and a report which he made upon the sub- 

ject, was ordered to be printed. : 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill for the re- 
lief of William Hanson was taken up and considered, 
as in committee of the whole, reported to the 
Senate, and finally passed. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
af the day were postponed, and the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in committee of the whole, on 
numerous amendments proposed by the Finance 
Committee, the bill making appropriation for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the government. 

The following amendments of the Committee on 
Finance were agreed to, viz: 

Increasing the appropriation from fifty to sixty 
thousand dollars for stationery, fuel and printing, 
and all other contingent expenses of the Senate. 

Striking out the proviso to the appropriation for 
certain books ordered last Congress— 

That no part of this sum shall be paid until the Commit- 
tee of Accounts of the House have examined the prices 
charged by the several publishers and others for their 
books, and reported to the clerk that the same are fair and 
reasonable, 

And inserting: 

That the accounts for the said books shail be settled at 
the Treasury Department, upon satisfactory evidence of 
the delivery of the same, according to the intent of said 
resolution. 

By inserting: 

For compensation of three clerks employed in the oftice 
of the Secretary of the Senate, under resolutions of the Sen- 
ate, four thousand five hundred dollars. 

By inserting after the appropriation for the repair 
of the President’s House, the following: 

Provided, That the painting of the same shall be done 
under contract, tobe made with the lowest bidder, after 
proposals for the same shall have been published in two of 
the principal newspapers printed in the city of Washington, 
forthe period of sixty days. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the expenses of salary of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and his clerks from $26,050 to $27,800. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the office of the First Comptroller from $26,200 to 
$28,550. 

An amendment increasing the onernpeness for 
the office of the First Auditor from $18,900 to 
$19,900. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the office of the Second Auditor from $20,900 to 
$21,900. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the office of the Third Auditor from $35,050 to 
$38,350. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the office of the Fourth Auditor from $18,950 to 
$20,950. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the office of the Fifth Auditor from $12,800 to 
$14,000. 

An amendment increasing the a 
the office of the Register of the 
$27,200 to $30,300. 

By adding the following proviso to the clause ap- 
ee money to pay the expenses of the land 
office: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reduce the number of clerks to be employed in 
the General Land Office, from and after the thirtieth day of 
June next, to sixty; and any excess of appropriations herein 
made for clerks in that office shall be carried to the surplus 
fund ofthe treasury. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation for 
the office of the Solicitor of the Treasury from 
$7,450 to $13,000. 

An amendment increasing the appropriation to 
the office of the Secretary of the Navy from $19,350 
to $19,500. 

_ To add to the clause appropriating for compensa- 
tion to the office of chief of the Bureau of Construc- 
ton the following: 

For two clerks at the rate of twelve hundred dollars each, 
and one clerk at the rate of one thousand dollars, hereby 


authorized to be appointed in the Bureau of Construction, 
Equipment, and Repairs, three thousand four hundred dol- 
ars. 


Also by adding the followlng: 

Provided, That whenever the chiefofthe Bureau of Con- 
struction, Equipment, and Repairs, or of the Bureau of Pro- 
visions and Clothing, shall be a captain in the navy, he shall 
receive a compensation at the rate of three thousand five 
hundred dollars, in lieu of all other compensation in the na- 
val service. 

Add: 

For one additional clerk, hereby authorized to be appoint. 


ropriation for 
reasury from 
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edin the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, twelve hun- 
dred dollars. 

An amendment inserting “superintendent” in 
the clause appropriating money for the support of 
the General Post Office Department; and also in- 
creasing the appropriation from $74,300, to $74,550. 

Amended by adding: 

For paving and repairing Pennsylvania ‘avenue, and re- 
pairing the road to the congressional burial ground and to 
the navy yard, agreeably to the mode and under the super- 
intendence provided in a bill for that purpose, which passed 
the Senate February twenty, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-four, thirty-eight thousand dollars. 

For laying the foundation and commencing the super- 
structure of the west wing of the Post {Office, fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 

Amended by striking out the following: 

For the employment of additional counsel or agents for 
the defence of the interests of the United States in suits au- 
thorized to be brought against the United States by virtue 
of the act of the 17th day of June, 1844, entitled an act to 
provide for the adjustment of land claims within the States 
of Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, and in those part of 
the States of Mississippi and Alabama south of the 3ist de- 
gree of north latitude, and between the Perdido and Missis- 
sippi rivers, five thousand dollars. 

The next amendment of the committee was to re- 
duce the full ministers to Austria and Brazil to 
chargés. 

Mr. BUCHANAN inquired of the chairman of 
the Finance Committee, [Mr. Evans,] why the mis- 
sion to Austria was reduced. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the committee had 
come to the conclusion that a chargé to each of these 
courts was sufficient, those governments having 
sent that grade of ministers here. There were only 
chargés from Austria and Brazil here; and, as there 
would be a change in our missions there by the Ist 
of July, the’ committee were of opinion that this 
was the proper time to carry into effect the reduc- 
tion so much desired. All that the committee pro- 
posed was to substitute chargés for full ministers at 
these courts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that, in regard to 
the mission with Brazil at the present time—so far 
as he was acquainted with the relations of the United 
States with foreign governments—there was but one 
mission more important. Our commercial relations 
with that country are extensive. He knew that 
some time past a leading power was endeavoring 
te obtain commercial relations with that country. 

He wished to know better, before such a change 
was made, what was the present condition of our re- 
lations with Brazil. He believed that they were 
going on successfully, and that important benefits 
might be expected from the present diplomatic 
gradethere. He did not know the rank of the min- 
ister of Brazil to this country. He believd, how- 
ever, a diplomatic resident minister, which, under 
the law of nations, was just as high as the general 
rank of ministers. [Here Mr. Evans said he would 
not press the redection of the minister to Brazil;] 
Mr. B. then remarked that, as to Austria, he 
knew little or nothing. He did not know whether 
that government had sent another minister plenipo- 
tentiary to this government or not. He was without 
any knowledge on that subject. However, after we 
have established a full minister to Austria, and on the 
suggestion of the Emperor of Austria, who desired 
to maintain the most friendly relations with us, 
it appeared to him rather strange to cut 
it off—especially without knowing what 
our rel&tions with that government were, and 
our success in regard to the gteat tobacco enterprise 
set on foot by a convention which met in this city. 
He greatly preferred that the senator from Maine 
[Mr. a would agree to let that mission stand 
as it was. If he had time to go the Department of 
State, he could speak more canfidently as to the im- 

rtance of maintaining a full minister at that court. 

e believed that these appropriations were general- 
ly granted on the incoming of a new administra- 
tion. It is not to be inferred, because the appropri- 
ations are made, that they will be used. e ques- 
tion, then, was whether the Senate of the United 
States, without knowing or pretending to know the 
relations of the United States with Austria, would 
at once destroy a mission which was originally es- 
tablished by the request of the Emperor of Austria 
himself. He sent one of his most dignified diplo- 
matic officers, who continued here a number of years. 
He did not understand that that government had re- 
duced the rank of their minister to this country. 
Then, sir, in regard to that,—the oldest and proud- 
est monarchy of Europe and always a friend to the 
United States,—he must object to this summary 
_— of cutting down the rank of our minister 

ere. 
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Mr. EVANS said he did not desire to consume 
the valuable time of the Senate, but would merely 
state the reason which had induced the Committee 
on Finatice to propose this amendment. They were 
guided by a desire to maintain missions of the same 

de at Brazil and Austria as were maintained by 

e emperors of those countries in the United States. 
He had consented to allow the appropriation for a 
full mission to Brazil to remain, inasmuch as it had 
been requested by the senator from Pennsylvania, 
Gog Bucuanan,] and other friends of the mission. 

n the case of Austria, however, he would remark 
that there was no important negotiations in progress 
with that country at present, except, perhaps, the 
negotiation about fixing the value of coin. If the 
friends of the incoming administration, however, 
insisted upon the appropriation, he (Mr. E.) would 
consent, as it was immaterial to him. He had sup- 
osed that the senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 

UCHANAN,] who was consulted on the subject, had 
consented to the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was not aware that he 
had been consulted in this matter by the chairraan 
of the Finance Committee. The senator remarked 
that there was no important negotiation going on be- 
tween this country and Austria, except that in rela- 
tion to the value of coin. Had the senator inquired 
at the State Department about our relations with 
Austria? The mission was established upon th: 
suggestion of a tobacco convention—a most respect- 
able body— which assembled in Washington a few 

ears since. The subject of our tobacco trade had 

een steadily pursued by the minister, as he (Mr. 
B.) knew; for he had corresponded with the secreta~ 
ry of legation. He hoped that the mission would 
be continued, and the appropriation not stricken out 
by the Senate. 

Mr. McDUFFIE desired to know what was the 
amount of commerce annually carried on between 
the United States and Austria. 

Mr. EVANS could not say; but he knew that the 
amount was not great. 

Mr. McDUFFIE had but a word to say in rela- 
tion to the proposed amendment. A new adminis- 
tration was about to come into power. Much had 
been said in the country about economy and re- 
form; and he hoped the new administration would 
begin the work ofeconomy. He regarded many of 
these foreign missions, as very much like some of 
ourarmy and naval establishments, intended rather 
for the benefit of persons, than of the government 
which supported them. If he understoed the com- 
mercial relations between this country and Austria, 
that country, considering its extent and power in 
Europe, was least of all other powers to be regarded 
by us. He felt sure that a minister of a lower grade 
than we now kept in Austria would be sufficient for 
all our purposes, and that an embassy of a higher 
grade than a chargéship was a mere sinecure. Such 
was the grade of the minister sent by the Emperor 
of Austria to this country; and a reduction of the 

rade of our minister could not be considered at all 
isrespectful to that sovereign. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that the present 
Secretary of State was as much attached to economy 
and reform as any man in the country, and yet he 
had recommended the continuance of this as a full 
mission. He read from the estimates received from 
the State Department to show the fact. Neverthe- 
Jess, he (Mr. B.,) would not press the matter further. 
If the Senate believed it right to reduce the Aus- 
trian mission, he would not object. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, reducing the 
mission to Brazil from a full mission to achargéship, 
and non-concurred in. 

The amendment of the committee reducing the 
mission to Austria, froma full mission to a chargé- 
ship was agreed to, and the appropriation was re- 
duced accordingly. 

The next amendment was agreed to as follows: 

For the purchase of five hundred copies of the Digest of 
the Revenue Laws of the United States, by Thomas F. Gor- 
don, forthe Treasury De ent, if the same can be ob- 
tained. for this sum, four thonsand dollars. 

An amendment was agreed to, increasing the ap- 
propriation for the publication of maps and charte in 
the office of coast survey from $4,000 to $12,000. 

The following amendments of the committee were 
then agreed to, viz: 

Page 23, after line 552, insert, “For the adjustment of 
claims arising under the act of the fifth of March, one thou. 
sand eight hundred and fifteen, forthe relief of Lieutenant 
Colonel William Lawrence and others, being a reapprovris 
tion of an amount heretofore carried te the surplus fund , 
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three hundred and forty-seven dollars and sixty-seven 
cents.” 

Page 24, after line 587, insert, ‘‘For the support, clothing, 
and medical treatment of the insane paupers of the Dis. 
trict of Columbis, four thousand dollars: Provided, That the 
amount _ for each person shall not exceed four dollars 
per week: .4nd provided further, That the marshal of the 
District of Columbia be, and he hereby is, authorized to 
maintain at Baltimore, or some other suitable lunatic asy- 
lum, all such lunatic persons, being ae. who are now 
confined in the lunatic asylum at Baltimore by order of 
Congress, or are in the jails of Washington und Alexandria 
counties, and all such as may hereafter be committed as 
lunatics by order of the circuit or criminal courts, they be- 
ing paupers of said District of Columbia, and their support 
heing legally chargeable thereto ; and that he pay the ex- 
penses of their removal and maintenance in such asylum 
as he may select, and be allowed for the same in the settle- 
ment of his accounts at the ‘Treasury Department.” 

Page 25, at end of line 620, add, “ 4nd provided, further, 
That the Filth Auditor of the Treasury shall continue to 
superintend the several matters and things connected with 
the light-houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, of the 
\inited States, and to perform all the duties connected there- 
with, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
until otherwise ordered by law.” 


The bill was further amended by striking out for 
minister to China $9,000 salary and $9,000 outfit, 
and inserting, “‘ for compensation to a commissioner 
to reside in China, $5,000.” 


Page 29, after line 710, insert, “For compensation to Ben- 
jamin k. Green, while officiating us charge d'affaires in 
Mexico, one thousand and sixty-nine dollars and forty 
cents.” 

Page 29, after line 712, insert, “For running and mark- 
ing the boundary line between the United States and the 


possersions of Great Britain, seventy-five thousand dol- 
hares.” 


The amendment of the committee reducing the 
Congress printing from the resolution of 1819, 
twenty-five per cent. on paper and press-work, and 
twenty-five per cent. on composition, was agreed 
to. 


Section four came up for consideration as fol- 
lows: 


Ind he it further enacted, That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, no accounts which have been adjusted by the 
accounting officers of the treasury shall be reopened withoyt 
authority of law, nor gshall the accounting officers of the 
treasury acf upon any account which shall not be pre- 
sented within three years from the date, when the elaim 
first existed, unless the person having the claim was an in- 
fant lunatic, or feme covert, and within three years after 
the removal of the disability. 

This section was amended by striking out all 
after the word “law” to the end of the section, and 
inserting the following: 


Provided, That this section shall not apply to cases 


where special acts have passed, or shall pass, for the relief 
of individuals. 


The 4th section was then considered as follows: 


Ind he it further enacted, That it shall be lawful for the 
respective heads of the departments to continue in service 
or to employ until the Ist day of January, 1846, the follow- 
ing officers and persons, and at the salaries (unless when 
otherwise specified) that are fixed in the act entitled an 
act legalizing and making appropriations for such necessa- 
ry objects as have been usually included in the general ap- 
propriation bills without authority of law, and to fix and pro- 
vide for certain incidental expenses of the departments and 


officers of the government, and for other purposes, approved 
26th August, 1842: 


The above was amended by striking out all after 
the word ‘‘service,” to the end of the section, and 
inserting the following: 


During the next fiscal year, the officers and persons, and 
at the salaries and compensations authorized in the act ap- 
proved the twenty-sixth of August, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-two, entitled “An act legalizing and making 
appropriations for such necessary objects as have been usu- 
ally included in the general appropriation bills without au- 
thority of law, and to fix and provide for certain incidental 
expenses of the departments and offices of the government, 
and for other purposes.” and also the clerks authorized to be 
employed in the office of the First Comptroller of the Treas- 
wry, by the act of June seventeenth, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-four, entitled “Anact making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the government for 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-five, and for other purposes;” and 
also the copying clerk, authorized by the same act, in the 
oftice of the Solicitor of the Treasury, and also the clerk in 
the office ofthe Second Auditor, by the same act. 

Page 33, after line 14, insert, “For compensation to the 
superintendent of the General Post Office, for the year end- 
ing June thirtieth, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
five, two hundred and fifty dollars.” 

Page 34, add to line 48, “and to John M Botts, being the 
ammount of mileage and attendance in contesting the seat of 
John W. Jones, at the first session of the twenty-eighth 
Congress, one thousand five hundred and seventy-three dol- 
lars and sixty cents.” 

Page 34, after line 48, insert, “Tosupply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the Senate, 
seventy thousand dollars.” 


The bill was further amended by striking out 
the provisions fixing the mode of computing mile- 
age of senators and representatives the word “mail,” 


so asto leave it by the nearest route, whether by 
railroad, stage, or steamboat. 
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The bill was further amended by striking out the 
last three sections concerning the bills of cost in 
courts, the direction of the clerk of the House of 
Representatives over the contingent fund thereof, 
and concerning the a for embezzlement, a 
misapplication of that fund, and the penalty there- 
for, &c. 

All the amendments of the Committee on Finance 
being disposed of, 

On the motion of Mr. ARCHER the bill was laid 
aside for the purpose of proceeding to the consid- 
eration of the special order; before doing which, 
however, Mr. Jarnacin asked to make a 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. JARNAGIN asked the consent of the Sen- 
ate to make a personal explanation. He read from 
the New York Herald of February 26th, in which 
it was stated that he had charged General Armstrong 
with frauds upon the government in relation to the 
removal of [ndians—with having procured the re- 
turn of Indians in order to obtain new contracts for 
their removal. He did not know how any person 
who heard his remarks could have placed such a 
construction upon them. He had said nothing 
against General Armstrong, or against the deceased 
Iddian agent, Major Frank Armstrong. 

Mr. WALKER remarked that he had listened to 
the remarks of the senator from Tennessee, and he 
knew that the version of them in the New York 
Herald was entirely incorrect. 

Here the matter dropped, and the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the order of the day. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution from the House for annexing Texas 
to the United States. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that he rose to ad- 
dress the Senate with an embarrassment which he 
seldom felt in addressing this body. The subject 
under discussion was one of immense magnitude ; 
not only involving the question of the extension of 
this Union, but that of the preservation and duration 
of the great charter, the constitution, upon which 
this confederation rests. 

He could have forborne the expression of his 
opinions, had it not appeared important to othersen- 
ators to make known their views, and he did not 
feel willing to let his silence be attributed to any 
backwardness of avowing openly his own senti- 
ments. 

He then stated the principles of the joint resolu- 
tion under consideration ; and instituted an inquiry 
into the granted powers of the constitution upon 
which the action of Congress was now invoked. He 
proposed, first to examine the arguments upon which 
it was assumed, that the power granted in the fourth 
article of the constitution extended to the admission 
of States erected out of foreign territory, or for- 
eign States already formed. in pursuing this ex- 
amination, he should confine gentlemen who de- 
signated themselves, par excellence, strict construc- 
tionists, to their own doctrine. He quoted the 
provision of the fourth article that “new States 
may be admitted by the Congress into this 
Union,” and commented upon the construction 
which alone should be the guide of legislation, and 
asked how could the express grant be applied as 
the friends of annexation applied it without openi 
it up to such a latitudinous construction as woul 
be wholly at war with the nature of the instrument 
in which it was found, and the natural inference of 
the intention of the framers of the constitution? 
Could it be imagined by any candid and dispassion- 
ate mind—a mind divested of predilections to arrive 
at a foregone conclusion—that if it had been contem- 
plated by the framers of that instrument to author- 
ize the admission of foreign States or foreign terri- 
tory by act of legislation, they would have left such 
a vast and important power indefinite and hidden 
in mysterious expressions, wholly dependent upon 
construction and interpolation? To suppose such a 
thipg. was to suppose what was contrary to all 
ae Was it to be supposed that the wise, jeal- 
ous, and cautious men who weighed and deliberated 


upon the ts of power so long and so carefully, 
would, if they intended that foreign States and for- 
eign ‘erritory should be admitted by Congress at its 
discretion, have forborne the expression of their 


intention in clear and explicit terms which could not 
be misunderstood? 

Mr. C. reviewed at considerable length the argu- 
ments urged throughout this debate by the friends 
of annexation, commenting on each, and dissenting 


from all, and in many instances insisting that gen- 





tlemen had totally misapprehended the authorities 
upon which they relied. 

He did not intend to undertake the task of de- 
fining the exact line of demarkation between the 
legislative and treaty-making power. He argued 
with the senator from Alabama, (Mr. Bacsy,] that 
there isa line. It would be sufficient for him to 
show, that the acquisition of territory was confined 
exclusively tothe treaty-making power. He quoted 
Justice Story’s definition of the power to make 
treaties. It might be that some part or portions of 
the subjects enumerated by Justice Story may be 
regulated by law. Justice Story says the treaty- 
making power embraces the power of treating for 
peace or war, regulations of commerce, or for ter- 
ritory. Did not, then, the treaty-making power em. 
brace the case of acquiring territory? Mr. C. di- 
rected much of his review to the remarks of the 
senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrte.| 
He also reviewed the remarks of the senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Woopsry,} and of the sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Warker.] In the course 
of this extensive range of review, Mr. C. quoted 
largely from the Federalist and other authorities, for 
the purpose ofestablishing his position that the power 
to admit new States into the Union was confined ex. 
clusively to the admission of States arising out of the 
bosom of the old thirteen States, and territory in 
their neighborhood—the neighborhood meaning the 
territory belonging to the States, but out of the lim- 
its of the State confines. He next touched upon 
the functions of the treaty-making power, with a 
view of showing that, from their very nature, and 
their possible effects upon our foreign relations, the 
power was lodged, where it ought to be lodged, in 
the executive and Senate; and he argued that the 
experience of the government before the adoption of 
the constitution had proved the inconvenience and 
impropriety of exercising the power by Congress. 
He denied the position assumed by the senator 
from South Carolina, that Congress has the power 
to declare war and make peace. Where, he would 
ask, was the power.of making peace given to Con- 

ss by the ‘constitution? ould the senator tell 

im how Congress eould make peace? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes, sir: by disbanding the 
army and navy. [Laughter. 

r. CRITTENDEN. That weuld not stop the 
war. 

Mr. McDUFFIE did not presume the executive 
and Senate would undertake to carry on the war af- 
ter Con disbanded the army and navy. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, sir; but it would be 
a very good time for the enemy to —. on the war. 
[Great laughter.} Mr. C. continued his review ot 
the treaty-making power. In the course of his 
remarks, he referred to Mr. Jefferson's opin- 
ions concerning the power of acquiring territory. 

He maintained that, if it can be acquired by this 
government, it must be exclusively through the 
treaty-making power. It was admitted by the sena- 
tor from South Carolina that territory might be ac- 

uired properly by treaty; but it was denied by him 
that the acquisition of it belonged exclusively to the 
treaty-making power. Now, he (Mr. C.) held that, 
if foreign territory can be acquired properly by the 
treaty-making power, it is exclusively by that power, 
and that alone, in this government that it can be ac- 
quired. 

He admonished the Senate to hold fast to the 
eer of the Union as it is; not to attempt ¢x- 
panding its territory—not to hazard anything by 
dangerous experiments. He denounced the idea of 
grounding any course of policy upon apprehension 
of the grasping power of England. He feared noth- 
ing himself from England, or — other power; his 
fears were as to the destruction of our own consttu- 
tion and institutions by novel and dangerous exper'!- 
ments. 

His objections to the annexation of Texas were 
founded upon public considerations. Some of these 
had away, and others were passing away. 
They may yet be wholly removed. He feared, at 
present, the measure wouid disturb our foreign rela- 
tions. It was, in his mind, unwise to act upon it 
now. The people have not had a opportunity of 
expressing their will upon the subject at the ballot- 
box. The question was started for purposes of 
presidential election, since the people last appointed 
their representatives. Let the matter be postponed 
till the people can speak; and let its consummation 
be reserved for the in-coming administration. But 
to do it in an offensive way, at an improper time, 
and by unconstitutional means, can excite nothing 
but hostility to the whole movement and its authors. 
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He looked forward to this measure as one of the 
most vital importance to this country. Be patient 
and be just, and all may be well. 
grasps ambitiously, Saneneeny or unlawfally at 
the plunder of others, particularly when they are in 
a defenceless condition, is sure to be festered with 
the leprosy of dishonor and disgrace. He objected 
tothe consolidation of all the powers of govern- 
ment into the hands of a bare skein, to favor this 
measure now. 

Mr. ARCHER next obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the Senate for upwards of an hour. 

He rose, he said, in right of the position assigned 
him in the Senate of the United States, (as chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations,) to 
address the Senate in conclusion of this debate. 

No man could enter into this discussion with a 
more solemn appreciation of the great magnitude of 
the question now at issue, than he did. In that 
question was involved the preservation or destruc- 
tion and entire overthrow of the constitution. The 
question was, whether we are to have a constitution 
for ourselves now, and whether our posterity for 
ages to come are to have a constitution. 


He knew full well that the annexation of Texas 
is ordained; that it is the will, not alone of a majori- 
ty of the people, but of a very large majority of the 
people of his own constituency. To ite constitu- 
ency he yielded the question of expediency, and 
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respect for their decision on that point would, if | 


nothing else interposed, have due influence on him. 
But if the whole embodied will of the people of his 
State, or of the Union, were here and persented to 
him in favor of that expediency, it could not pre- 
vent him from interposing his voice against the 
violation of the constitution, even for the accomp- 
lishment of their will. 

if he found that will running counter to the con- 
stitution, it was his determination to open his breast 
in Opposition to it. 


He asked gentlemen who had discovered in his 
report an admission—and he now reiterated it— 
that there is a constitutional mode of admitting 
Texas into the Union, why they did not abandon 
the unconstitutional mode which they propose, and 
unite with him in resorting to the only constitution- 
al and undisputed mode of admission? What did this 
joint resolution, sent here by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, propose to do? To set down in a sched- 
ule a list of requisitions, which we enjoin Texas to 
comply with. hat possible power could we as- 
sume under the constitution of commanding or re- 
quiring Texas to do these things? 


One evidence of the determination to override 
every obstacle—constitution,and everything else—to 
arrive at the consummation of this object, was to 
be found in the first proposition on the subject, of- 
fered to the Senate this session by the senator from 
South Carolina, and in the other House by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Both were in the identical words of the treaty, 
which the Senate had rejected last session by a large 
majority. This, he said, evinced the determination 
with which the measure was pursued. 

Mr. A. here entered upon the question of the 
constitutional power of Congress to form compacts 
with foreign governments, which may properly be 
made by he treaty-making power, and reviewed the 
positions taken by the friends of annexation. 


He passed then to what he considered an often- 
repeated axiom—so often repeated, as to become a 
form of slang—that, on the success of the experiment 
of this federal republican government depended the 
extension of freedom throughout the world, and the 
assertion of public liberty everywhere. In that 
principle he concurred. He reviewed the character 
of this government as contrasted with that of gov- 
ernments of despotism, and recalled the history of 
our revolution. 

This is a government of balances and compro- 
mises; intended to extend over the larger part of this 
continent, and involving a great diversity of classes 
of interests. Our discussions in national legislation 
were evidences of this diversity of interests. We 
were all familiar with the opinions of those favora- 
ble to free trade, and of those in favor of the protec- 
live system; of those attached to southern interests, 
and those favorable to the free States. If the doc- 
trine, by which the proposition now under the con- 
sideration of the Senate was advocated, could be ad- 
mitted as a principle of legislation—that it was ne- 
cessary to do this thing to sustain oer inter- 
ests—would not that principle be in direct opposition 
to the very principles of confederation upon which 





he hand that | 


| 
po 





this government was founded, and entirely at vari- 
ance with the intention and object of its framers? 
He adverted incidentally to the balance of politi- 
al power assumed by abolitionists in various por- 
tions of the country; and predicted the power which 
they, though composing so small a minority, would 
have in forcing their influence to be felt in legisla- 
tion, both State and federal. He depicted the con- 
sequences which he conceived must result from this 
fanaticism, and denounced the authors of the disso- 
lution which must ensue. 
He commented at some length upon what he con- 
sidered democratic doctrines, with a view of show- 
ing that, if carried out on the principle of the prop- 
osition and means of accomplishing it now pro- 
sed, the same arguments would lead to the intro- 
duction of Cuba, Hayti, and the West India islands 
into this Uuion, and colored representatives in Con- 
ss; and, as a necessary result, the people of the 
orth would insist on getting in New Brunswick, 
Newfoundland, and Canada, on the plea that a bal- 
ance of power was guarantied and intended by the 
constitution. After acquiring these immense terri- 
tories north and south, then comes the question of 
the rights of man. 

It was not a question merely of the breach of the 
constitution, but of the overthrow of all the checks 
and balances of the constitution. It was the ques- 
tion to be decided on the battlefield—the Pharsalia 
battlefield, in which was to be determined whether a 

reat republic ora Cesar isto be overthrown—the 

vesar of “progressive democracy.” 

A blow parricidal is now aimed at the constitution 
of the United States. So much earth as—com- 
paratively speaking, vile earth—as could be grasped 
in a man’s hand, was to be accepted in barter for the 
noblest charter of the noblest institutions ever raised 
by the wisdom of man. 

Mr. JOHNSON explained his position in refer- 
ence to this question, and stated his willingness to 
vote for a constitutional proposition for annexation, 
if presented to him. 

r. WALKER offered the following amendment, 
to come in as an additional section: 

«Ind be it further provided, That if the President of the 
United States shall, in his judgment and discretion, deem it 
more advisable, instead Qf proceeding to submit the foreyo- 
ing resolution to the republic of Texus as an overture on 
the part of the United States for admission}o negotiate with 
that republic, then P 

Be it resolved, That a State, to be formed out of the pres- 
ent republic of Texas, with suitable extent and boundaries, 
and with two representatives in Congress, until the next 
apportionment of representation, shall be admitted into the 
Union, by virtue of thisact, on an equal footing with the 
existing States, as soon as the terms and conditions of such 
admission, and the cession of the remaining Texian terri- 
tory to the United States, shall be agreed upon by the gov- 
ernments of Texas and the United States. 

Sec. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the sum of one 
hundred thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priate to defray the expenses of missions and negotiations, 
to agree upon the terms of said admission and cession, 
either by treaty to be submitted to the Senate, or by articles 
to be submitted to the two Houses of Congress, as the 
President may direct. 

Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN did not hope to be able to influ- 
ence the question by anything he should say, but 
he asked if gentlemen were going to precipitate the 
vote on that important amendment. He claimed as 
a right, as an American senator, time to consider it. 
A recess could be taken till 5 or 6 o’clock, and in 
the interval it could be investigated. The only in- 
terval he asked was that of recess. He moved to 
take an interval till 6 o’clock. 

Mr. WALKER said the amendment had been 
offered and debated twenty days ago, and printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN thought there was an incon- 
sistency between the House resolutions and the 
amendment. 

Mr. BARROW thought this the moat extraordi- 
nary proceeding he had ever witnessed. Many seats 
were vacant. “He considered it unfair, and hoped 
gentlemen would not persist in putting it to the vote 
on the instant. If they did his side could prevent it 
by speaking on till the 4th of March. The request 
of a recess for an hour and a half was so reasonable 
that he was surprised there should be any objection 
to it. He and his friends were willing that it should 
come to a conclusion to-night. He wanted to know 
if the question was to be put now? If so, he could 
talk two hours—whether sense or nonsense was not 
material to him—if his friends could obtain time to 
examine and reflect upon the proposition. What 
was the resolution? He asked it to be read again. 

The amendment was again read by the Secretary 
of the Senate. 
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Mr. TAPPAN said it was understood yesterday 
that the question would be taken at half past three 
o'clock, as intimated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BARROW understood the chairman of the 
committee as saying the debate would close about 
half-past 3 or 4 o’clook, and the Senate could then 
vote upon the bill; but did not understand him to 
pledge himself to vote on a new proposition. — 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped there wou!d be no 
needless controversy about an hour. Several gentle- 
men were absent; let the Senate take a recess and 


meet again. ; 

Mr. WALKER asked if the suggestion was ac- 
cepted, would gentlemen be ready to vote on reas- 
sembling. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN had no reason to doubt it. 

Mr. JOHNSON hoped the Senate would consent 
to a recess. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, in consideration of the cir- 
cumstance that two senators were absent, was not 
willing to place them in a position of not having an 
Opportunity of casting their votes. He believed it 
would be more satisfactory to all parties here and to 
the country, to take a recess and then proceed to 
vote. 

The joint resolution was then passed over infor- 
mally. 

Mr. PEARCE was anxious to state that he hoped 
the question would be taken this evening, as he 
could not be here to-morrow. 

The Senate then agreed to take a recess tll six 
o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate was called to order at six o'clock. 

The question pending having been stated by the 
Chair— 

Mr. FOSTER rose and called for the reading of 
the amendment of the senator from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Wa ker;] which was read accordingly, as follows: 

«Ind be it further provided, That if the President of the 
United States shall, in his judgment and discretion, deem it 
more advisable, instead of proceeding to submit the forego 
ing resolution to the republic of Texas as an overture on 
the part of the United States for admission to negotiate with 
that republic, then 

Be it resolved, That a State, to be formed out of the pres 
ent republic of Texas, with suitable extent and boundaries, 
and with two representatives in Congress until the next 
apportionment of representation, shall be admitted into the 
Union by virtue of this act, on an equal footing with the 
existing States, as soon as the terms and conditions of such 
admission, and the cession of the remaining Texian tern 
tory to the United States, shall be agreed upon by the go: 
ernments of Texas and the United States. 

Se. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum of one hun 
dred thousand dollars be, and fhe same is hereby, appro 
priated to defray the expenses of missions and negotiations, 
to agree upon the terms of said admission and cession, 
either by treaty to be submitted to the Senate, or by articles 
to be submitted to the two Houses of Congress, as the Pres 
ident may direct. 


Mr. F. then proceeded to address the Senate. He 
commenced by apologizing for his absence from the 
Senate this morning when the vote was about to be 
taken. That absence was caused by a supposition 
that the Senate had taken a recess. Had he been 
in his seat he should have offered an Jamendment, 
which he would now propose for the consideration 
of the Senate. It was not his purpose to harass the 
Senate at this late stage of the debate. His position 
was as well defined as that of any member of Con- 
gress—he had no secrets to keep, nothing to fear. 
He occupied the same position now which he did at 
the last session of Congress, when the treaty for the 
annexation of Texas was submitted to the Senate. 
He had not formed his opinions without due delib- 
eration, and he would not change those opinions. 
He could not, dared not, and would not, abandon the 
ground he had taken upon the resolution which he had 
presented to the Senate, and which was presented to 
the other House by an honored colleague of his. That 
resolution was prepared with the greatest care; and 
as long as those pillars which he saw before him 
should stand fast, he should adhere to it. He wished 
to have no future Missouri compromises to settle 
here. He would not consent to agitate the question 
of slavery at a future day, when it might be settled 
now. e should secure the matter in this proceed- 
ing, or else we would repent of it hereafter. If we did 
not do this now, hereafter, when new States, formed 
out of the Texian territory, should apply for ad- 
mission into the Union, the free States would ~y 
“Stand back and wash out the stain of slavery which 
defiles you.”” These States had said so to Missouri, 
and all remembered the scenes which took place 
when her application for admission into the Union 
was agitated. Courage and hope failed the stoutest 
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hearts; and mothers, clasping their offspring to 
their bosoms, trembled at scenes that threatened the 
des ‘ction of the government, and the desolation 
tha. waited the people. The South, he said, had 
already been driven back to the shores of the Gulf 
of Mexico; they would be next commanded to take 
the water. Would they do it? He, for one, an- 
swered—no! Even if solitary and alone, he would 
— to his post and vindicate the rights of his peo- 
ple. 

But it had been said by gentlemen that there was 
no danger for the South, because Mr. Polk had been 
chosen President; and Mr. Polk being a southern 
man, would not sanction any measures conflicting 
with the permanent interests of that section of coun- 
try. He (Mr. F.) would trust no auch idea. When 
he was assured that ambition was extinguished from 
the heartof man, then he might think of trusting 
a subject like this to the discretion of a President. 
Until then, he would confide in no man; but would 
be heard in behalf of the rights of his people. He 
called upon every senator from the South to cry 
aloud and spare not, to draw the sword and begin 
the fight in behalf of the rights of their constitu- 
tents; for it was the duty of every one to take care 
of himself. He was no advocate of slavery in the 
abstract. Undoubtedly, slavery was an evil; but 
was it our sin? It was an inheritance; and given b 
whom? He pointed to the North, whence the black 
man had been sold to the South. Slavery was now, 
like the shirt of Nessus, fastened on to us, and could 
notbegotridof. Where was its remedy? Let senators 
say, if they could. He was aslaveholder, though not 
an advocate of slavery in the abstract. He, however, 
advocated the slaveholder for the virtues of his 
heart. He would desire to see those men, who 
made such an outcry against slavery, but who had 
never seen its practical operation, go to the sunny 
South, see how happy was the black man, and com- 
pare him with the white penury of the East He 
(Mr. F.) was raised with the slave. He was a 
master, and the slave was his friend. When he 
weit home, the slave came to him with words of af- 
fection and love; he hoped that he had a heart to re- 
turn these sentiments. Were senators willing to put 
itin the power of the fanatics to destroy all these as 
sociations, and to destroy a portion of our govern- 
ment? For one, he intended to stand firm. He was 
a friend of annexation; but if the question of sla- 
very was to be blinked, in order to catch northern 
votes, he washed his hands of it. Should the 
amendment to the resolution of the House offered 
by the senator from Mississippi [Mr. Waker] be 
adopted, he should be compelled to vote against the 
whole proposition. 

Mr. F then moved to amend the amendment, by 
adding thereto the following proviso: 


«ind provided further, That, in fixing the terms and con- 
ditions of such admission, it shall be expressly stipulated 
and declared that the State of Texas, and such other States 
as may be formed of that a of the present territory of 
Texas lying south of 36 degress 30 minutes north latitude, 
commonly known as the Missouri compromise line, shall 
be admitted into the Union with or without slavery, as the 
people of each State so hereafter asking admission may de- 
sire. .2nd provided furthermore, That it shall be also stipu- 
lated and declared that the public debt of Texas shall in no 
event become a charge upon the government of the United 


States. 

Mr. BATES asked for a division of the question 
upon the amendment, so as to take it first upon the 
proviso in relation to the Missouri compromise line, 
and then upon the restriction against the assumption 
of the public debt of Texas. 


Mr. FOSTER had no objection to such a course. 

Mr. HAYWOOD raised a point of order, and 
contended that it wasa single question and could 
not be divided unless the senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Foster} should divide his amendment into 
parts and offer them separately. 

The CHAIR gvartaled the objection. 

Mr. BERRIEN wished to know whether he was 
right in his understanding of the amendment. He 
understood that it left the States to be formed soutif 
of 36 degrees, or the Missouri compromise line, 
the privilege of choosing whether they would be ad- 
rnitted with or without slavery. 

Mr. FOSTER said such was the purport of his 
amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to make one re- 
mark in relation to the latter portion of the amend- 
ment, which provided.that the United States gov- 
ernment should not be bound for the public debt of 
Texas. Whenever Texas was admitted, in his 
opinion, the United States would be bound in honor 
to provide for herdebt. He was not in favor of 
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having a new repudiating State. Indeed, it wasa 
mockery to talk of taking Texas without her debt. 

Mr. WHITE wished to know whether the pro- 
viso offered by the senator from Tennessee (Mr. 
Foster] was applicable to the amendment of the sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Waxxer,] or to the 
resolution of the House. 

The CHAIR said it applied to the amendment of 
the senator from Mississippi. 

The question was then taken upon the first divis- 
ion of the amendment of Mr. Foster in relation to 
the Missouri compromise line, and decided in the 
negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bayard, Berrien, Clay 
ton, Crittenden, Foster, Hannegan, Huger, Jarnagin, John 


son, Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Rives, 
and Sevier—1s. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Bagby, Bates, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Colquitt, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, Hay- 
wood, Henderson, Huntington, Lewis, McDuffie, Miller, 
Niles, Porter, Semple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, Walker, 
White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury —33. 

The question recurring on the second division of 
of theamendment, _ 

Mr. WALKER said he was opposed to it be- 
cause such a provision had already been incorpora- 
ted into the bill. 1f the President proceeded prop- 
erly in the negotiation, he would act upon it. There- 
fore he should vote against the proviso, although in 
favor of such a provision. : 

Mr. BENTON, (in hie seat,) Ditto. 

The question on the second division of the amend- 
ment, which provided against the public debt of 
Texas being a charge upon the United States, was 
decided in the negative as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, 


Jarnagin, Johnson, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, 
Simmons, and Upham—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Crittenden, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, 
Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, 
Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, White, 
Woodbridge, and Woodbury —31. 


Mr. ARCHER then moved to strike out all of 


the resolution of the House after “resolved,” and 
insert the following: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby requested, to order negotiations to be entered into 
with the government of Texas for the transfer to the United 
States, with the assent of the people of Texas, of the terri- 
tory, with all rights incident thereto, which now consti- 
tutes the said State of Texas; and that the incorporation 
into the Union of the United States of the inhabitants of 
said State, and their admission to all the rights, privileges, 
and immunities of the citizens of the United States, as soon 
as may be consistent with the principles of the federal con- 
stitution, be stipulated in such treaty. 


Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays on 
this amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; but 
when Mr. Fostrer’s name was called, he rose to 
make an explanation of his vote. 

Mr. FOSTER said he should vote in favor of the 
amendment, with the understanding—— 

Mr. BENTON. You cannot interrupt the call- 
ing of the roll. 

he CHAIR called the senator from Tennessee 
to order. 

Mr. FOSTER again attempted to explain, but 
was overruled by the Chair. 

The amendment of Mr. Arcner was then re- 
jected, by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran- 
cis, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, 
White, and Woodbridge—26. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, 
McDuttie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Walker, and Woodbury—26. 


The question next recurred upon Mr. Watker’s 
amendment to the House resolution, and it was 
adopted by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hanne , Haywood, Henderson, Huger, John- 
son, Lewis, MeDufiie, errick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—27. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster,Francis, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, White, and Wood- 
bridge—25. 

No further amendment being offered, the joint 
resolution, thus amended, was reported to the Sen- 
ate; and the question being now on concurring with 
the committee of the whole in its amendments, 


Mr. BERRIEN said he had no power to change 
the determination which had been intimated by the 
Senate. He desired, by the motion which he was 
now about to submit, merely to have an opportunity 
of expressing his own opinien of the unconstitution- 
ality of the course which the Senate was about to 


n. 
or desired, by moving an amendment to the 
amended resolution, to have an ee ree | of record- 
ing his vote in favor of the constitutional power of 
this government to admit foreign States—the treaty- 
making power. He moved to strike out from the 
4th line of the 2d section of the amendment, after 
the word “‘cession”’ the word “either,” and after the 
word “Senate” the words “by articles to be submit- 
ted to the two Houses of Congress as the President 
may direct.” 

e was not going to debate this question. He 
was merely about to state to the Senate the grounds 
upon which he submitted this motion. In the dis- 
cussion upon this question, senators who were favor- 
able to these resolutions had affirmed their belief 
that this was the proper office of the treaty-making 
power. The resolutions from the House propose to 
exclude altogether the intervention of that depart- 
ment of the government. They could not therefore 
find the support of a majority in this body. How 
had a majority been attained? By appending to 
them alternative resolutions which give to 
the President of the United States the discre- 
tionary power to authorize the intervention of 
the treaty-making power. And what was the 
condition in which we were about to place our- 
selves? those, at least, who believed that this was 
the proper office of the treaty-making power? We 
would not adopt the resolutions from the House, be- 
cause they disaffirm the intervention of the consti- 
tutional department of the government; but we 
would surrender our constitutional rights and con- 
stitutional obligations to the discretion of the Pre:- 
ident of the United States. That was precisely the 
effect of the resolutions now about to be adopted. 
Texas may be introduced into the Union by the 
force and operation of the resolutions from the 
House, which disregard altogether the intervention 
of the treaty-making power, but that it shall please 
the President, in deference to our constitutional scru- 
ples, to call in the intervention of the treaty-making 
power. We are, then, obliged by his kind defer- 
ence to our scruples, content to pass these resolu- 
tions. 

He had said that we are about to commit our 
constitutional obligations to the discretion of the 
President of the Gnited States: nay, more; we are 
about to look abroad, and commit our constitutional 
obligations to the discretion of Texas. 

e say first: If the President of the United States 
does not choose to interfere, Texas may be admit- 
ted without the intervention of the treaty-making 
power. If the President should choose to interfere, 
still, under the first branch of the resolutions, it is in 
the option of Texas to come in. She can say to 
him: We shall not negotiate with you, Mr. Pres- 
ident, when, under the provisions of your own reso- 
lutions, we are authorized to come in without nego- 
tiation. 

He had said before, and he repeated it, that he 
saw too firm a ee to push 3 matter to 
a conclusion to hope for special c ; but as this, 
in all probability, would be the last public act which 
he should have to perform, he desired to have an 
opportunity of recording his vote in vindication of 
the constitution of his country. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE observed that it was not 
his purpose to enter into a discussion of this sub- 
ject, which had so largely engaged the attention of 
the Senate. It had been sufficient for him, from the 
beginning, to listen to the expositions of the consti- 
tution, elicited in the course of the debate; and form 
his own opinion, as to the correctness of the vote 
which he was about to give. sut the senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen,] in opening his very 
able argument to-day, admonished us all that no 
man should shirk behind his own silence, when a 
— so vital as this was brought before the 

nate. He was not a man to shirk from his duty; 
but to enter into a discussion of the reasons which 
influenced him upon this subject, would fatigue the 
Senate most unnecessarily. He concientiously be- 
lieved the adoption of the resolutions before the 
Senate would one of the most vital and fatal 


stabs that this form of government had ever yet re- 
ceived. We were admonished a few days ago that 
senators were about to yield their views to matters 
of mere personal and political interest. He would 
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notadmit the truth of an imputation of that kind as 


actuating the members of this body. He concurred 
with the senator from eee in the views taken 
by that gentleman upon this subject. He considered 
them fair and rational. 

He (Mr. C.) admonished us that we must look 
through the influence of time, and act like states- 
men. That gentleman, ina bold, manly, and very 
handsome manner, at once threw himself, Napoleon- 
like, into the midst of battle, and admonished us 
that the next step would be the. admission of 
Cuba as a State into this Union. In discussing the 
prospect of a war with Great Britain, that gentle- 
man looked forward to future events, with but one 
fear—the destruction of the constitution. by novel 
and dangerous experiments; and he (Mr. W.) 
hoped other senators would also loox forward, and 
take into consideration the inevitable result of an 
infraction of thatsacred instrument. 

This constitution was an instrument of equal bal- 
ances. Take away or add one iota, and you de- 
stroy those balances. Whai was the effect of the 
present resolutions? To destroy the balance of 
power between the States, by the admission of a 
foreign terrritory. To acquire States out ofa coun- 
try separate from this, and throw them into the 
balance. He asked ifit was the intention of those 
eminent men who framed the constitution, to give 
to Congress a power like this. 

Gentlemen talked about slavery. It was sufficient 
for him to say that, in the non-slaveholding States, 
they were not political abolitionists, and they were 
disposed still to adhere to thesacred guarenty in 
the constitution. He did not refer to that wild ab- 
olitionism which extends to life and preperty, for 
they had as strong a hatred of that as was enter- 
tained anywhere. But what was asked in these 
resolutions? To give to one section of the Union 
the right to represent and extend this property. 

There was before the Senate, this day, a bill 
which proposed to make an appropriation of some 
$80,000 for the erection ofa public building here. 
Of what use was an appropriation like that? We 
have no pene seat of government in this 
Union if these resolutions prevail; for as political 
power marches southwest, so our Capitol will march 
southwest. Already it was one-half the distance 
more from here to Texas than it was from Missouri. 
Gentlemen had heard, during this debate, that each 
representative or member would go according to 
the interests of his respective section. Could it be 
contended, therefore, that we of the non-slaveholdin 
States should go so as to vote for a measure thick 
was to destroy all those balances? 

He did not rise to discuss this matter. He was 
utterly opposed to the proposition in any shape 
which it had hitherto assumed. He rose because 
he felt the force of the intimation of th® senator from 
Kentucky, that no senator here should withhold the 
ee of his opinion. 

Mr. BAGBY said that, whatever difficulties 
might might existed in the minds of other senators 
in regard to the ultimate determination of this great 
question, humble and limited as were his views, he 
had seen his way clearly and distinctly before him 
from the See. He did not deny that, if this 
thing could have been accomplished in the form of a 
treaty, he should have preferred that form to any and 
to all others. He had voted for the ratification of 
the treaty presented at the last session; but the time 
and o per for acquiring itin that way had 
penal y- It was anentire misconception, how- 
ever, (at least so far as he was concerned,) to sup- 
pose he was about to repose his constitutional obli- 
gations in the hands of the executive, or any other 
— than that to which he was responsible—God 
alone. 

In the course which he was pursuing, he feared 
no evil, but rested upon the approving voice of a 
quiet conscience, and, he had no doubt, the approba- 
tion of an enlightened constituency. He indicated 
clearly last night (which was not the fashion upon 
all occasions here) precisely how far he would go, 
and how far he would not go. He stated then, in 
terms distinct and not to be misunderstood, that this 
was a new case, differing from any of the authori- 
ties introduced by his able friend on the right [Mr. 
Wa xen] ir his argument, and therefore required a 
new remedy. He distinguished it then, and he dis- 
unguished it now, from a case which called for the 
intervention of the treaty-making power. If she 
were an independent foreign. State, at the time 
this act was to take ect, whatever might 
be the consequence to him, that State should not, by 
his vote, have permission to enter this Union; be- 





























cause he verily believed that the constitution did 
not give power to admit foreign States. But the 
novelty of the case consists in this: that, by this 
act, she is not to occupy and maintain that position, 
but to place herself upon the footing of oneof the 
States of this Union, and the treaty-making power 
is not necessary in order that this object may be ar- 
ranged and provided for, but can be accomplished 
by cession provided for in the amendment. 

If, then, ‘Texas was, by the operation of this act, 
as amended, to be placed on the footing of one of the 
States of this Union, provided she assents to its pro- 
visions, it only remains to inquire whether there is 
not a mode in which the whole object cannot be con- 
stitutionally accomplished without the aid of the 
treaty-making power. He thought it could; and 
that the plan proposed in the bill of his honorable 
friend from Missouri was entirely adequate to that 
object. It met with his entire approbation, as he 
had stated last night. He was not, therefore, re- 

osing confidence in the President of the United 
States although he would rest it there with great 
pleasure. He said this now, however, that if this 
discretionary power of the President was exer- 
cised in a manner contrary to the constitution, he 
would oppose it. 

Mr. BATES said, if he understood the motion of 
the senator from Georgia, [Mr. Berrien,] it raised 
this precise question—whether Congress has the 
power to admit a foreign State into this Union? It 
was agreed by all senators, so faras he knew, that 
if a foreign State could be admitted at all, the treaty- 
making power was competent to acquire that terri- 
tory; and it was said by the senator from Kentucky 
[Mr CRITTENDEN | \adanwse which no answer had 

et been given—that if this power be vested in the 

resident of the United States and the Senate, it is 
exclusively a power confided to them. Could the 
framers of the constitution have intended that, with 
the power of ratifying treaties by a vote of two- 
thirds of this body, Congress should have the same 
power bya naked majority? The amendment of 
the senator from Georgia decided this question, and 
upon that he was prepared to vote. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Berrien’s 
motion, and decided in the negative—yeas 25, nays 
26, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Battes, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, White, and Wood- 
bridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, 
McDuttie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Walker, and Woodbury —26. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to make a remark 
or two. He would not detain the Senate five min- 
utes. According to the arguments which gentlemen 
on the other side had urged here, Congress has the 
power to admit new States into the Union, acquiring 
thereby not ~_ the people, but the territory which 
they occupy. It was said that, under the provis- 
ion to admit new States, Congress can admit foreign 
States; and if the argument of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Henperson] was correct, this 

wer had been exercised in several instances, and 

orth Carolina and Rhode Island were foreign 
States, admitted by the same power, and the same 
right, and by the same means, that Texas or Mex- 
ico could be admitted. The gentleman had traced 
the history of their admission; and the Senate had 
learned from him that no law was passed for their 
admission—that they merely signified their appro- 
bation of our constitution, elected senators and rep- 
resentatives, who appeared in Congress and took 
their seats, and from that time those States acted as 
portions of our Union. And the argument from 
this was, that we may do the same nee regard 
to Texas. Now, he (Mr. C.) put it to him to say 
of what manner of use was all this legislation upon 
this eubject. Let Texas make a republican consti- 
tution—let her appoint senators and representatives, 
—and she has a right to come into this Union, and 
participate in our legislation, and all the affairs of 
the government. This was the argument of the 
senator from Mississippi: North Carolina was a 
foreign State. Rhode Island was a foreign State. 
Texas cannot be more than a foreign State. This 
was the inference: let Texas just do exactly as they 
did, and the work is complete—the syliogism is per- 
fect, according to the rules of logic. The whole 
fallacy of the argument consists in the utter ground- 
lessness of the fact that these two States, North 
Carolina and Rhode Island, were foreign States. 













































He had omitted these remarks to-day; and he had 
chosen this opportunity to supply them, upon the 
singular position taken by the honorable senator 
from Mississippi. He called his attention now to 
the uselessness of this legislation on the subject 
upon which he [Mr. Henperson] was/voting. Let 

exas read our history, and the history of North 
Carolina and Rhode Island, and just follow in their 
tracks, and her senators and representatives may 
come here and ‘ake their seats by our sides. There 
was no occasion for her to ask for any law upon the 
subject—none at all. North Carolina and Rhode 
Island were foreign States—Texas is a foreign State; 
and all that is necessary for her to do, according to 
the honorable senator, 1s to appoint her senators and 
representatives and come in at once. [le who could 
imagine that North Carolina and Rhode Isiand were 
foreign States, might easily imagine—if his imagt 
nation was true to itself{—that Texas was a domes- 
tic State. To him legislation did not appear at all 
necessary—it would be derogatory to the rights of 
Texas, California, or any other State that had noth- 
ing to do but to send her senators and representa- 
tives here, and become a member of our Union. 

Mr. HENDERSON said he had no intention of 
entering, at this hour, into the argument of the gen- 
eral question. He wished simply to restate his po- 
sition. He had said that while the constitution 
gave Congress power to admit new States into the 
Union, it prescribed nothing as to the mode and 
manner of their admission. Congress was lett at 
liberty to prescribe such mode as should suit its own 
views of propriety. When Rhode Island and North 
Carolina were admitted, one of them had positively 
rejected the constitution, and the other had delayed 
to assent to it; but at length both of them did em 
brace it, and then they were admitted, Mr. H. had 
not said as of right, but without any other form o1 
ceremony of any kind, and their representatives en- 
tered the hall of representatives, and took then 
seats as members of Congress. He next remarked 
that when Congress received new States, erected 
from territory of our own, it entered into st:ipula- 
tions with the people of the territory, and preseribed 
conditions on which they should be admitted as a 
State into the Union; but that the representatives of 
Rhode Island and North Carolina had come with- 
out terms or forms of any kind. Congress might 
prescribe terms to Texas as she did to other new 
States. He did not see any inconsistency in thuse 
positions with each other. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not rise to debate 
the question. He had heard some of his respected 
friends on this side of the House, in whose sincerity 
he had the most entire confidence, observe that if 
these resolutions should pess the Senate, the consti- 
tution would receive a mortal stab. If Mr. B. 
thought so, great as was the acquisition we were 
about to make, he should be the last man in exist- 
ence to acquire the richest benefit the wor!d could 
hold out to our grasp at such a price. 

Mr. B. said he might have assumed the privilege 
of reply which belonged to him from the position 
he occupied on the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions; but he waived it. Not because the arguments 
on the other side had not been exeeedingly inge- 
nious and plaurible, and urged with great ability; 
but because all the reasoning and ingenuity in the 
world could not abolish the plain language of the 
constitution, which declared that ‘‘new States might 
be admitted by Congress into the Union.” But 
what new States? The convention had answered 
that question in letters of light, by rejecting the pro- 
posed limitation of this grant which would have 
confined it to States lawfully arising within the 
United States. The clause was introduced with this 
limitation, and, after full discussion, it ended in the 
shape it now he'd, without limitation or restriction 
of any kind. This wasa histori-al fact. It could 
not be denied. Planting himself upon that fact, and 
having heard no argument which shook the posi- 
tion—believing, as he most conscientiously did be- 
lieve, that the conatitution would not be violated in 
the least by the adoption of the pending resolutions, 
he here entered his solemn protest against the sol- 
emn protests which had been made on the other side, 
and which went almost the length of implying 
that he, and the advocates of these resolutions, 
were knowingly and of design violating the consti- 
tution and their oaths, to secure a favorite political 
measure. 

This was the greatest public act in which Mr. B. 
had ever had the honor of taking an humble part: 
he should do it cheerfully, gladly, gloriously, be- 
cause he believed that his vote woult confer Seen 
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ings innumerable upon his fellow men, now, hence- 
forward, and forever. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he would not consent that 
this debate should close with the declaration of the 
senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucuawnan,] that 
the convention had not determined the sense of the 
term “‘new States.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose toexplain. What the 
senator from Pennsylvania did say was, that at first 
the clause granting power to Congress to admit new 
States into the Union had been confined to States 
arising within the United States; but that after de- 
bate and a full discussion, the constitution was 
adopted with the clause in its present clear unre- 
stricted form, written as in letters of light. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that the proposition of the 
senator, as first stated, meant much. Now, it 
meant nothing. At first, he said the question 
“‘what were new States!” was answered by the con- 
vention. It was upon these words “lawfully aris- 
ing”’—new States lawfully arising within the United 
States—that that question was decided; and he main- 
tained that it was determined contrary to the prop- 
osition of the senator from Pennsylvania. At first 
it was “States lawfully arising; and the “new” 
was substituted for “lawfully arising.” 

Mr. B. commented on the speech of the senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. Bacsy,] who he declared was 
about to commit an inconsistency in voting for the 
resolution after the declarations he had made. That 
senator had said he could not sustain the House 
resolution; and yet he would vote for a proposition 
in which the President is invested with the power 
of admitting Texas cither by treaty or legislation. 
By voting for this agglomerated resolution now be- 
fore the Senate, the senator would commit to the 
President all power over the subject. 


Mr. MOREHEAD said there was one view of 
the subject which he desired to present to the con- 
sideration of the Senate. All admitted the import- 
ance of this question; and he asked that it might be 
settled on the principles upon which the constitution 
was founded. Nothing was more common than the 
saying that the constitution was the offspring of 
concession and compromise. Now, upen the prop- 
osition of the senator from Virginia (Mr. ARCHER] 
the Senate was equally divided; and when twenty- 
six senators had declared in favor of a proposition, 
was it not a fair case to indulge concession? Why 
rush us on to the accomplishment of an important 
measure, which might be settled hereafter? Was 
the spirit which gave birth to the constitution no 
longer living? as the voice of twenty-six sena- 
tors not to be respected? He appealed to this body, 
as members of a common family, not to decide this 
question in this manner, and throw the whole coun- 
try into a state of excitement. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN had one remark to make. 
The resolution of the House could not pass the Sen- 
ate:—a majority could not be obtained for it. That 
fact was acknowledged; and it was found necessary 
to tack on an amendment to help italong. The res- 
oluuon was about to be passed, not because the Sen- 
ate approved it, but because of the alternative power 
it gave the President to admit Texas by treaty. 
Thus, it would depend on her whether she would be 
admitted according to the terms of the House res- 
olution, against the sense of the Senate, or by 
treaty. 


Mr. FOSTER said he wished to record his vote 





properly; and therefore he called for a division of | 


the question. He had always been in favor of the 
admission of Texas on proper terms. He believed 


either mode of admission would do; but the terms | 


were important. If the amendment of the senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wa.xer] was kept with the 
resolution, he sh: uld be compelled to vote agains 
the whole proposition. 
He helices 

there to qualify a great act—placed there by the 
opponents of the institutions under which he lived, 
and which were guarantied by the constitution. 


that amendment had been placed | 


He had no confidence in the Northon this subject. | 


It would crush the South if it could. It had already 
driven us to the borders of a gulf, and it would drive 


us into the briny ocean if it could. He was for | 


the Union without Texas, but not for Texas with- 
out the Union. He was willing to vote for the 
House resolution; but could not vote for it ridden 
down by the amendment which had been appended. 

After some conversation upon a point of order, 
the question was taken upon concurring in the 
amendment adopted by the Senate when in commit- 
tee of the whole (Mr. Waker’s proposition.) It 


was decided in the affirmative—yeas 27, nays 25, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aller, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Huger, Johnson, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, 
and Woodbury —27. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Choate, Clayon, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, 
Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller. More- 
head, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, 
White, and Woodbridge—25. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved to strike out 
the whole of the House resolution. He wished to 
make the mode of admission definite. If it was the 
intention of Congress to admit Texas by treaty, let 
them say so; if by resolution, say so; but not leave 
the mode discretionary with the President. 

Mr. McDUFFIE inquired if it was in order to 
move to strike out all of the resolution as it came 
from the House. ; 

The CHAIR said it was, inasmuch as it had not 
yet been passed on by the Senate. 

The question on striking out the House resolu- 
tion was decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Hun- 
tingtou, Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, White, and 
Woodbridge—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Foster, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, 
Johnson,” Lewis, McDurtie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—2s. 


Mr. ARCHER said he could not hope to alter any 
man’s vote now. ‘The proposition before the Sen- 
ate had takena definite form. He, however, de- 
sired the country to know that the object desired by 
senators—the admission of Texas—was to be ac- 
complished in a manner which outraged the consti- 
tution. Asthe resolution now stood, no one could 
tell who was to exercise the function which was to 
consummate this act—whether it was to be done 
by the executive or the legislature. 
however, astonished at the mode proposed, when 
he considered the history of a certain class of poli- 
ticians in this country for some years past. In or- 
der to test the sense of the Senate, he would again 
propose the substitute for the House resolution, 
which he had offered in committee of the whole. 

The substitute was then read. (Reported above.) 

Mr HAYWOOD contended that it was notin 
order, because the whole resolution now consisted 
of what the Senate had acted on. 

The CHAIR ruled it in order. 

Mr. WALKER mentioned a case in point, which 
occurred some years ago. A bill to confine the 
sales of the public lands to actual settlers was before 
the Senate, and the several parts having been passed 
on, the friends of the bill wished to amend it, but 
could not do so. They therefore were compelled 
to refer it to the Committee on Public Lands, in or- 
der to save it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he knew very little of 
parliamentary law; but what he did know, applied 
to this case exactly. He knew that the rejection of 
a proposition to strike out A, and insert B, did not 
exclude a proposition to strike out A, and insert C. 
Therefore he thought the amendment in order. 

Mr. HAYWOOD read from Jefferson’s Manual, 
to sustain the point of order he had raired. 

The CHAIR overruled the question of order. 

Mr. FOSTER then moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the senator from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuer,]} 
by adding thereto the proviso, which he offered in 
committee of the whole to Mr. Warker’s amend- 
ment, (as reported above.) 

This motion was rejected as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs.Archer, Barrow, Bayard, Berrien, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Foster, Henderson, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, Pearce, Rives, and Sevier—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Bates, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Colquitt, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, Han- 
negan, Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Miller, Niles, Semple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, Walker, 
White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury —33. 


The question recurring on Mr. ArcnER’s prop- 
osition, it was rejected as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnsop, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, 
White, and Woodbridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Bagby, Benton, Breesse, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, 
Dix, Fairfield, Foster, Hannegan, Haywood] Henderson, 
Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury —27. 


He was not, ° 


Mr. MILLER moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out all after “resolved,” and inserting the 
following: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives »; 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the United States be, and he hereby js, ay. 
thorized and advised to open negotiations with Mexieo ang 
Texas, for the adjustment of boundaries, and the annexa. 
tion of the latter to the United States, on the following 
bases, to wit: . 

1. The boundary of the annexed territory to be in the 
desert prairie west of the Nueces, and along the highlands 
and mountain heights which divide the waters of the Mis. 
sissippi from the waters of the Rio del Norte, and to latitua: 
forty-two degrees north. : 

Il. The people of Texas, hy a legislative act, or by any 
authentic act which shows the will of the majority, fo ex. 
press their assent to said annexation. 

III. A State, to be called ‘‘the State of Texas,” with boup. 
daries fixed by herself, and an extent not exceeding that 
of the largest State in the Union, be admitted into the Unio». 
by virtue of this act, on an equal footing with the origina| 

tates. 

IV. The remainder of the annexed territory to be held 
and disposed of by the United States as one of their Territo. 
ries, and to be called “the Southwest Terri'ory.” 

V. The existence of slavery to be forever prohibited in 
the northern and northwestern part of said Territory, west 
of the hundredth degree of longitude west from Greenwich, 
so as to divide, as equally as mee oes the whole of the ap- 
nexed country between slaveholding and non-slaveholding 
States. 

VI. The assent of Mexico to be obtained by treaty to such 
annexation and boundary, or to be dispensed with when the 
Congress of the United States may deem such assent to he 
unnecessary. 

VII. Other details of the annexation to be adjusted hy 
treaty, so far as the same may come within the scope of the 
treaty-making power. 


Mr. MILLER said this was the same proposition 
which was introduced by the senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. Benton] last December. 

Mr. BENTON (from his seat.) The senator 
from Missouri will vote against it. (Laughter. 

The proposition having been read, 

Mr. MILLER said that the speech delivered by 
the honorable senator had made a strong impression 
upon him, and he hoped the senator would not de- 
stroy his own child. ; Zi 

r. BENTON (from his seat.) Il kill it stone 
dead. 

[General laughter, with an attempt at cheering, 
suppressed by the President.) _ af 

he question was taken on this proposition, and 
decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Choate, Crittenden, 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Miller, Phelps, Upham, aud Wood 
bridge—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag 
by, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Foster, Hannegan, Haywood, 
Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, McDuilie, 
Merrick, Niles, Pearce, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walkeg, and Woodbury—33. 

The question recurring on the engrossment of the 
amendment, and ordering the bill to a third reading, 
it was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, John 
son, Lewis, McDuffie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Stu: 
geon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran 
cis, ee Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, 
Pearce, Phe ps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, White, 
and Woodbridge—25. 

Mr. BARROW objected to the third reading at 
this time. CAs 

The CHAIR overruled the objection. 

The resolution was then read by its title. 

Mr. BARROW inquired if it had been engrossed. 

The CHAIR said it was engrossed; and taking 
the resolution from the Secretary, held it up in the 
face of the Senate. a 

Mr. ARCHER hoped no objection world be 
made by his friend from Louisiana to taking the 
question at this time. They had fought it manful- 
ly but in vain; and no good could come out of fur- 

er opposition. 

The joint resolution was then passed, as fol- 
lows: 


JOINT RESOLUTION declaring the terms on which Con- 
gress will admit Texas into the Union as a State. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
Congress doth consent that the territory properly included 
within, and rightfully belonging to the —e of Texas, 
may be erected into a new State, to be called the Stete of 
Texas, with @ republican form of government, to be adopted 
by the people of said republic, by deputies im convention 
assembled, with the consent of the existing government, In 
order that the same may be admitted as one of the States ol 
this Union. : 

Sxc. 2. And be further resolved, That the foregoing con- 
sent of Congress is given upon the following conditions, 
and with the following guaranties, to wit: 
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First. Said State to be formed, subject to the pope u any unappropriated money in the treasury, for the following 


by this government of all questions of bound at may 
arise with other governments; and the constitution thereof, 
with the proper evidence of its adoption by the people of 
said re ublic of Texas, shall be transmitted to the President 
of the United States, to be laid before Congress for its final 
action, on or before the first day of January, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-six. 

Second. Said State, when admitted into the Union, after 
ceding to the United States all public edifices, fortifications, 
barracks, ports and harbors, navy and navy yards, docks. 
magazines, arms, armaments, and all other property and 
means pertaining to the public defence, belonging to said re- 
public of Texas, shall retain all the pe funds, debts, taxes, 
and dues of every kind, which may belong to or be due or ow- 
ing said republic; and shall also retain all the vacant and un 
appropriated lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the 

vayment of the debts and liabilities of said republic of 
Texas; and the residue of said lands, after discharging said 
debts and liabilities, to be disposed of as said State may di- 
rect; but in no event are said debts and liabilities to become 
a charge : the government of the United States. 

Third. New States, of convenient size, not exceeding 
four in number, in addition to said State of Texas, and having 
sufficient population, may hereafter, by the consent of said 
State, be formed out of the territory thereof, which shall 
be entitled to admission under the provisions of the federal 
constitution. And such States as may be formed out of that 
portion of said territory lying south of thirty-six degrees 
thirty minutes north latitude, commonly known as the 
Missouri compromise line, shall be admitted into the Union, 
with or without slavery, as the people of each State asking 
admission may desire. And in such State or States as shall 
be formed out of said — north of said Missouri com- 
promise line, slavery or involuntary servitude (except for 
crimes) shall be prohibited. 

Sec. 3. nd be it further resolved, That if the President of 
the United States shall, in his judgment and discretion, 
deem it most advisable, instead of proceeding to submit the 
foregoing resolution to the republic of Texas, as an over- 
ture onthe part of the United States for admission, to ne- 
gotiate with that republic, then 

Beit resolved, That a State, to he formed out of the pres- 
ent republic of Texas, with suitable extent and boundaries, 
and with two representatives in Congress until the next ap- 
portionment of representation, all’ be admitted into the 
Union by virtue of this act, on an equal footing with the 
existing States, as soon as the terms and conditions of sueh 
admission, and the cession of the remaining Texian territo- 
ry to the United States shall be agreed upon by the govern- 
ments of Texas and the United States; and the sum of $100,- 
000 is hereby appropriated to defray the expenses of mis- 
sions and negotiations, te agree upon the terms of said ad- 
mission and cession, either by treaty to be submitted to the 
Senate, or by articles to be submitted to the two Houses of 
Congress, as the President may direct. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, at 9 p. m. the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 27, 1845. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY asked leave to report, from 
the Committee of Commerce, a joint resolution con- 
cerning the treasury order in relation to the duty on 
coffee. 

Objected to, 

Mr. KENNEDY moved to suspend the rules; 
which motion was rejected. 

Mr. SUMMERS asked leave to report a bill; 
but objections being made, the report was not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to suspend the rules, in 
order that the House might resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; on which motion the vote was—ayes 50, 
noes 20. 

No quorum voting, 

Mr. McKAY moved a call of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, and 
resulted in the affirmative—yeas 60, nays 56. 

Mr HOPKINS moved that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be suspended, a quorum now be- 
ing present. 

hat motion was agreed to. 


HARBOR AND RIVER BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the House re? 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for certain harbors and rivers. 

Mr. McKAY hoped that bill would be got rid of 
as soon as possible, that the House might proceed 
to other business. 

The committee then proceeded to vote on the 
amendments which were offered. There were great 
numbers offered for the purpose of making appro- 
priations for improvements in as many sections of 
the Union; but they were all rejected. 

Mr. TIBBA now modified his substitute by 
offering another for it. 

Se eas was called for, and the Clerk read it 
acco ‘ 

Mr. Geastie substitute was as follows: 

That the following sums are hereby appropriated, out of 


] purposes, viz: 
_ For the continuation of the breakwater structure at Bur- 
lington, on lake Champlain, fifteen thousand dollars; 

For the continustion of the breakwater structure at Platts- 
burg, on lake Champlain, fifteen thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the harbor at Whitehall, on Lake 
Champlain, five thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the harbor at Port Ontario, on 
Lake Ontario, ten thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, on Lake 
Ontario, twenty-five thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of Big Sodus bay, on Lake Ontario, 
five thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Gene- 
see river, on Lake Ontario, twenty-five thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the harbor of Sackett’s Harbor, 
on Lake Ontario, one thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the Oak Orchard Harbor, State of 
New York, five thousand dollars; 

For the construction of a dredge boat, for Lake Ontario, 
twenty thousand dollars; 

For repairing the harbor at Buffalo, on Lake Erie, and the 
continuation af the sea-wall for the pretection of the same, 
fifty thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Dunkirk, on Lake Erie, 
twenty thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Erie, on Lake Erie, thirty 
thousand dollars; 

For improving Grand River harbor, on Lake Erie, ten 
thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Cleveland, on Lake Erie. 
twenty-five thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Huron, on Lake Erie, five 
thousand dollars, 

For improving the harbor at Sandusky city, on Lake Erie, 
five thousand dollars; 

For improving the River Raisin harbor, on Lake Erie, ten 
thousand dollars; 

For constructing a dredge boat, to be used on Lake Erie, 
twenty thousand dollars; 

For the improvement ofthe St. Clair flats, so called, so 
as to prevent their obstructing the passage of vessels from 
Bultalo to the ports on Lake Michigan, forty thousand dol- 
ars; 

For improving the Grand River harbor on Lake Michi- 
gan, as to give protection to vessels sailing on said lake, ten 
thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at the mouth of the Kalama- 
z0o river, on Lake Michigan, so as to give protection to 
the vessels sailing on said lake, ten thousand dollars, 

For improving the harbor at St. Joseph,on Lake Michi- 
gan, ten thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Michigan city, on Lake 
Michigan, twenty-five thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of Little Fort harbor, on Lake 
Michigan, twelve thousand dollars; 

For improving the harborat Racine, on Lake Michigan, 
seventeen thousand eight hundred and fifty-two dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Milwaukie, on Lake Michi- 
gan, twenty-five thousand dollars; 

, For improving the harbor at St. Louis, fifty thousand dol- 
ars, 

For constructing a breakwater structure at Stamford 
ledge, Maine, twenty thousand dollars; 

; For improving the harborat Boston, forty thousand dol- 
ars; 

For improving the harbor at Bridgeport, Connecticut, fil- 
teen thousand dollars; . 

For improving the harbor at Port Jefferson bay, New 
York, five thousand dollars: 

For improving the harbor at Newcastle, Delaware, fifteen 
thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Port Penn, Delaware, ten 
thousand dallars; 

For completing the Delaware breakwater, one hundred 
thousand dallars; 

For improving the harbor at Baltimore city, twenty thou- 
sand dollars; 

For improving Hog Island channel, at Charleston city, 
South Carolina, twenty-five thousand dollars; 

For removing obstructions in the Savannah river, caused 
by the sinking of vessels for — reasons during the rev- 
clutionary war, fifty thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the Ohio river, above the falls, at 
Louisville, one hundred thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of what is commonly called the In- 
dian chute, in the falls of the Ohio, fifteen thousand dollars, 
if the Secretary at War should deem the same advisable; 

For the improvement of the Ohio river below the falls, at 
Louisville, and ofthe Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas 
rivers, two hundred and forty thousand dollars; 

For surveys that may be necessary by the War Depart- 
ment, with a view to improvements for the protection and 
security ofthe commerce of the country, twenty thousand 
dollars; 

For keeping in repair and extending the public works, 
and removing the obstructions in the Hudson river, be- 
tween the cities of Troy and Albany,and below the latter 
place, to render more accessible the United States arsenal 
and depot situated between these cities, one hundred thou- 
sand dollars; 

The sum of five hundred and fifty thousand dollars for 
the purpose of purchasing the residue of the stock held by 
individuals in the Louisville and Portland Canal Company. 
and the Louisville Dry Dock Company, for the purpose of 
making the same free from toll, which the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby directed to purchase at the lowest price 
it can be had: Provided, That the whole cost of the pur- 
chase of the stock in the said Dry Dock Company shall not 
exceed the sum of fifty thousand dollars. .4nd provided fur- 
ther, That the stock in said Canal Company shall not ex- 
ceed one hundred and thirty dollars per share. 

For constructing a ship canal round the falls of the Sault 
St. Mary, the sum of one hundred thousand dollars; 

For continuing the work upon the Cumberland road 
through the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, in equal 
ae rtion in each of said States, three hundred thousand 
dollars; 

For opening 2 communication between Albemarle sound 


and the Atlantic ocean, and the improvement of a harbor 
at, or near, Old Roanoke inlet, on the coast of North Caroli 
na, fifty thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of the navigation of Newark bay 
and the Passaic river, near Newark, New Jersey, fifleen 
thousand dollars; 

For removing obstructions from the mouth of the Sus 
quehanna river near Havre de Grace, and improving the 
main channel into the Chesapeake bay, twenty thousand 
dollars. 

Which sums of money hereby appropriated for the im 
provement of harbors and rivers shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. A. JOHNSON moved an amendment to the 
amendment of one million for the continuation of 
the Charleston and Cincinnati railroad, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the president and di- 
rectors of said company: rejected. 

Mr. HAMMETT moved an amendment to the 
amendment to appropriate $10,000 for the survey 
and improvement in the rapids of the Pass Cliris- 
tian in the Gulf of Mexico, near the State of Missis- 
sippi: rejected. 

Mr. CATLIN moved an amendment to the 
amendment of $10,000 for the continuation of the 
improvement of the navigation of the Thames river, 
New,London harbor, Connecticut: rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved an amendinent to the 
amendment of $100,000 for the continuation of im- 
provements in the ‘Tennessee river: rejected. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved an amendment to 
the substitute amendment of Mr. Tissarrs, to 
strike out all said substitute except the first clause 
and insert in lieu thereof the bill of the House No. 
542 for the improvement of harbors with the addi- 
uon of a single item of appropriation. 

Mr. THOMPSON raised a point of order against 
the amendment; which, after some conversation, 
was overruled. 

The amendment thus being decided in order, the 
question was taken, and the amendment was re- 
jected. 


RAILROAD TO THE ROCKY MOUNTAINS, 
Mr. PRATT moved an amendment of $10,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War for the survey of a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the South pass of the Stony mountains: 
rejected. 
MARINE HOSPITALS. 


Mr. E. D. POTTER moved an amendment to the 
amendment appropriating for the erection of a ma- 
rine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, $15,000; a marine 
hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, $15,000; and a 
marine hospital at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, §15,- 
000—all these sums to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. The amendment was 
rejected. 


AERONAUTICAL EXPEDITION. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON moved an amendment to 
the amendment, appropriating for the construction 
of an atmospheric railroad from Schuylerville, Vir- 
ginia, to Nashville, Tenneasee, $2,500,000. 

The House preferring to remain quietly on terra 
firma, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAUSIN moved an amendment to the 
amendment of $30,000 for a free bridge acrows the 
eastern branch of the Potomac at Washington: re- 
jected. 

The question recurring on the substitute amend- 
ment of Mr. Tipsarts, it was taken by tellers, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 85, noes 35. 

So the substitute for the bill was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, the commit- 
mittee rose and reported the bill to the House. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, 

Mr. THOMASSON moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded. 

Mr. BELSER moved to lay the bill on the table; 
and on this motion asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
yeas 80, nays 97, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson 
Bayly, Belser, Benton, James A. Black, Biackwell, Boyd, 
Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, Dellet, Dillingham, Dromgesle, Farlee, 
Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Raaler, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, pe: Isaac LE. Morse, 
Norris, Parmenter, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D 
Potter, Purdy, David 8. Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Spence 
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John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Taylor, Thempson, Tucker, 
Williams, Woodward, and Yost—sv. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, Bowlin, 
Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, eee Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Clinch, 
Clingman, Collamer, Darragh, Garrett Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Dickey, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Edward $. Hamlin, Harper, Herrick, 
Hudson, Hughes, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Periey B. Johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, John P, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Mectlelland, McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Paterson, 
Pettit, Phoenix, Pollock, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, 
Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
St. John, Sample, Schenck, David L. Seymour, Simons, 


Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 


Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, Alfred P-. 
Stone, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 


Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, John 


White, Benjamin White, Winthrop, William Wright, 
and Joseph A. Wright—97. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question recurring on ordering the main 
quesuon, 

Mr. BELSER said he was satisfied the House 


would like to know the amount appropriated, and 
the objects appropriated for. He desired to have 


the amendment read. 
Cries of “Order! order!!” 


The SPEAKER directed the amendment to be 


read; and it was read accordingly. 


The main puestion was then ordered without a 
division. 

The main question—viz. on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole—being 
put, 

Mr. G. W. JONES called for a division of the 
question, so that the vote might be taken on each 
proposition separately, and that each might stand or 
fall on its own merits. 

The CHAIR decided that the question was not 
divisible. 

Mr. G. W. JONES appealed from that decision, 
but, on the reading of the rule, withdrew his ap- 
real, é 
After a conversation between Mr. THOMPSON 
and the SPEAKER, the yeas and nays were taken 
on concurring with the amendments of the commit- 
tee, and resulted—yeas 89, nays 96, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bow- 
lin, Brinkerhoft, William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buf- 
fington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, Cling- 
man, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Dickey, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, French, 
Giddings, B. Green, Grider, E. 8. Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt,James B.Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, P. B. Johnson, A. Kennedy, 
John P. Kennedy, D. P. King, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, 
Melivaine, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. 
Morse, Moseley, Owen, Paterson, Phenix, Pollock, Pratt, 
Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Andrew Stewart, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, John White, 
Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clin- 
tou, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dellet, Dillingham, Dromgoole, 
Foot, Foster, Fuller, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, C. Johnson, A. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Marsh, Isaac E. Morse, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, 
Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Spence, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P. Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tucker, Benjamin White, 
Woodward, and Yost—-96. 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 

The question then recurred on the amendments 
agreed to before the substitute of Mr. Tippatts was 
proposed. 

After some conversation on points of order, the 
question was taken on the first amendment, which 
appropriates $100,000 for a ship canal round the 
falls of Sault St. Mary; and resulted—yeas 78, nays 
88. So the amendment was rejected. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

The next amendment, appropriating for continu- 
ing the work on the Cumberland road through the 
States of Ohio, Indiane, and Illinois, (equal propor- 
tions in each State,) $300,000, being under consid- 
eration, the yeas and nays were asked, and ordered; 


~ being taken, resulted—yeas 67, nays 79, as fol- 
ows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Barnard, Brodhead, 
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William J. Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Chilton, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Dickey, Douglass, Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, 

Florence, Giddings, Edward 8. Hamlin, Herdin, Harper, 
oye, Henley, Hoge, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kenne- 
dy, John P. Keunety, Daniel P. King, McCauslen, Mc- 
Clelland, McClernand, McDowell, Mciivaine, Edward J. 
Morris, Joseph Morris, Moseley, Owen, Pettit, Phoenix, Pol- 
lock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Relfe, Rockwell, 
Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, David L. Seymour, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Andrew Stewart, Alfred P. Stone, Sykes, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wethered, John White, Winthrop, William 
Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, Blackwell, Boy » Brengle, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Jeremiah E. Carey, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Cobb, Coles, Colla- 
mer, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Darragh, Richard D. Davis, 
Dawson, Dellet, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Foot, Foster, 
French, Fuller, Byram Green, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
La»ranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McConnell, McKay, 
Marsh, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, Purdy, Rath- 
bun, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Rob 
inson, Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Spence, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Taylor, Tucker, 
Wheaton, Benjamin White, Williams, Woodward, and 
Yost—79. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment was as follows: 


For opening a communication between Albemarle sound 
and the Atlantic ocean, and the improvement of the harbor 
near Roanoke inlet on the coast of North Carolina, under 
the superintendence and direction of the Secretary of War, 
$100,000. 


And the yeas and nays being called for and order- 


ed, the question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 52, nays 109, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Arrington, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Barnard, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Deberry, Dickey, Fish, Florence, Edward 
S. Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, McClelland, McClernand, Mellvaine, Marsh, 
Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Phenix, 
Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David 8S. Reid, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Saunders, Schenck, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, 
Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vin- 
ton, Wethered, John White, William Wright, and Joseph 
A. Wright—52. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Belser, Benton, Edward J. 
Black, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Carpenter, Jere- 
miah E. Cary, Reuben Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, 
Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dellet, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Fuller, Byram Green, Grin- 
nell, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Josep Morris, Isaac EF 
Morse, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, 
Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Russell, Sample, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P. 
Stone, Strong, Sykes, Thompson, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Benjamin ite, Winthrop, Woodward, 
and Yost—109. 


Mr. FOOT moved areconsideration of the vote, 
by which the substitute of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Tinpatts] was rejected. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. HAMMETT asked if the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Foor] voted with the majority. 

Mr. FOOT replied that he did. 

Mr. HAMLIN raised the point of order that the 
reconsideration moved by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont was notin order without reconsidering all the 
votes since taken. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order of Mr. 
Hamun. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to lay the motion for re- 
consideration on the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE raised the following point of 
order: The previous question not being yet exhaust- 
ed, it was not in order to entertain a motion for a 
call of the House or reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion for a call 
of the House was not in order, but that the motion 
for reconsideration was. 

Mr. McKAY called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and the question being put on laying 
the motion for reconsideration on the table, it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 84. 

The question then recurred on the engrossment 
of the bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
thus—yeas 87, nays 91: 











YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bow. 
lin. Brengle, Jeremiah Brown, Carpenter, Jeremiah F. 
Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, Dana, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, eee’ Douglass, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foot, Foster, French, Faller, Giddings, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Edward 8. Hamlin, Hardin, Har. 

r, Henley, Hubbell, pom Washington Hunt, James 

. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, 
P. B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lyon, 
McCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, Mcllvaine, Marsh, 
Joseph Morris, Moseley, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Pot. 
ter, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, 
Relfe, Rebinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St. John, 
Sample, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 


Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 


Wheaton, John White, Winthrop, William Wright, and 
——— A. Wright—87. A 
NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 


Belser, Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A 


Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, 


Reuben Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, Chappell, Clip. 


ton, Cobb, Coles, Cranston, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Deberry, Deliet, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Ficklin, 


Florence, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Cave Johnson, 


Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCler. 


nand, McConnell, McKay, Isaac E. Morse, Newton, Nor. 
ris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Rayner, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Rodney, Saunders, Schenck, 


Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Alfred P. Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tucker, Vance, Weller, Ben- 


jamin White, Williams, Woodward, Yancey, and Yost—9|. 

So the motion was rejected. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to reconsider the 
vote, and on this demanded the previous question. 

The yeas and oe , were asked. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved a call of the House. 

Mr. HALE moved to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider; and on this called the yeas and nays. 

The motion for a call of the House being first in 
order, 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays there- 
on; which were ordered, and being taken, resulted 
yeas 59, nays 109. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question recurring on laying on the table the 
motion to reconsider, 7 

The yeas and nays having been refused, was taken 
by tellers, and decided in the negative—ayes 71, 
noes 93. 

So the House refused to lay on the table. 

The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, it was seconded, and the main 
question was ordered; which being on the reconsid- 
eration of the vote, was taken—the yeas and nays 
having been ordered at the demand of Mr. Hor- 
xtns—and decided in the affirmative—yeas 102, 
nays 77. ; 

o the House agreed to reconsider the question. 

Mr. STEENROD offered -the following amend- 
ment: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby. appropriated 
for the §purpose of continuing the Cumberland road, in the 
State of Ohio; that the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated for the purpose of continuing the 
Cumberland road in the State of Indiana; and that the sum 
of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the 

urpose of continuing the Cumberland road, in the State of 
llinois; which several sums shal] be paid out of any money 
in the treasury, not otherwise appropriated. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted; That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, empowered and directed to cause 
a bridge to be built across the rive Ohio, so as to extend the 
Cumberland road at Wheeling, in the State of Virginia, to 
the State of Ohic. 

“Sec. 3. .4nd be it further enacted, That for the construc- 
tion of said bridge in part, there is hereby appropriated the 
sum of $20,000, to be paid as required in the construction 
thereof out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated: Provided, however, That the said bridge shall 
be so contructed as to admit at all times, without obstruc- 
tion or delay, of the safe and easy passage of steamboats 
of theflargest dimensions. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired whether it was not 
the same amendment that was recently rejected. 

The CHAIR said it was not. 

The amendment being read, , 

Mr. STEENROD moved the previous question. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the gentleman to with- 
draw his call for the previous question, to allow him 
to offer the same amendment that ,he had offered be- 
fore, so modified as to reduce the appropriation for 
the Louisville-and Portland canal to $250,000, and 
for the Cumberland road to $75,000 in each State. 

Mr. STEENROD declined, and 4 

The question being taken on seconding the pre- 
vious question, it was decided in the negative—ayes 
65, noes 85. 

So there was no secend. 

Mr. TIBBATTS then offered the same amend- 
ment, which he had previously offered, and which 
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was rejected, with the modifications stated by 
him. 
“ir. McCLELLAND moved the previous ques- 
tion, Which was seconded, and the main question 
dered. 
*"The main question was then put on Mr. Tis- 
paTTs’s amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. COBB calied for als and nays; and 


they were ordered, and‘resulted thus—yeas 85, nays 
86, as follows: 


VRAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bowlin, 
William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Bufliington, Jeremiah 
§. Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Gar- 
rett Davis, Dickey, Douglass, Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, 


Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, 


kdward 8. Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hudson, Wash- 
weton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 


Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andiew Kennedy, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, F-d- 


ward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, 
Owen, Paterson, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Rodney, 


Rogers, Sample, Schenck, David L. Seymonr, Simons, Al- 


bert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, 


Vauce, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, John 
White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright— 


~ NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 


Belser, Benton, Kdward J. Black, James Black, James A. 
Black, Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Mil- 
ton Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Carpenter, 
Reuben Chapman, Augastas A. Chapman, Chappell, Clin- 


ton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dromgoole, Dun- 
can, Fuller, Byram Green, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hays, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Preston King, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, McDowell, MeKay, Isaac E. Morse, 
Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, Purdy, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Sli- 
dell, John T. Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stew- 
art, Stiles, Alfred P. Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tucker, 
Weller, Williams, Woodward, and Yost—86, 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Steenrop’s 
amendment, which he modified by reducing the ap- 
propriation for the Cumberland road to $75,000. 

The Clerk read the amendment, at the request of 
several members. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered, and resulted thus— 
yeas 78, nays 81. 

So the first branch of the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question recurring on the second division of 
the amendment, 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS rose to a privileged question. 
He moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Tissatrs] had just been rejected; and on this de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table; and on this called the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote stoed— 
yeas 68, nays 83. 

o the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. 

The question recurring on the motion for recon- 
sideration, 

_ Mr. HAMMETT moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr McKAY called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and the question being taken, result- 
ed in—yeas 63, nays 84. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

{Pending the above call, Mr. HAMMETT asked 
the unanimous consent of the House to suspend the 
eall, and take a recess till 6 o’clock, but this was 
not agreed to. 

It was then a quarter past four.] 

After the above vote was announced, 

Mr. McKAY proposed, by general consent, that 
the House take a recess till six o’clock. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. JAMESON moved to suspend the rules; but 
the CHAIR said the motion was not in order. 

The question was then put on the motion to re- 
consider, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 84, 
nays 78. 

he question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. McCLELLAND called for a division. 

The SPEAKER proposed the question on the 
first division accordingly 

Mr. TIBBATTS appealed from the decision of 
the chair, for he contended that the amendment was 
not divisible. 


On the appeal the House sustained the decision of 
the chair. 

The SPEAKER again stated the question on 
the first branch of the amendment; which was the 
appropriation of $15,000 for the breakwater on Lake 
Champlain. 

The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved an adjournment, on 


which the yeas and nays were called for, but not 
odered. 


Tellers were then called for and ordered; and 
Messrs. A. P. Stone and Winturop were appoint- 
ed, and they reported 99 in the affirmative, and 46 


in the negetive. 
So the House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 


presenting them: 


By D. L. SEYMOUR: The petition of the inhabitants of 
Rensselaer and Washington counties, in the State of New 
York, praying tbe passage of a law reducing the rates of 
postage. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Austin Smith and others, 
of Chautanga county, New York, praying for a reduction 
of the rates of postages. 

By Mr. ROCKWEELL: The petition of 51 citizens of 
Stockbridge, Massachusetts, for reduction of postages. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The memorial of Jeremiah Day and 
26 others, editors and authors, in the city of New Haven, 
Connecticut, praying that magazines and periodicals may 
be placed on the same footing with newspapers, with respect 
to mail privileges: referred to the committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Also, the memorial of W. Wood- 
ruff and 46 others, citizens of Litchfield county, Connecti- 
cut, upon the subject of postage, and the franking privilege: 
referred to the same committee. Also the memorial of 
George Culver and 103 others, citizens of Norwich, Conn. 
upon the same subject: referred to the same committe. 
Also, the memorial of William H. Cait and 112 others, cit- 
izens of Norwich, Connecticut, upon the same subject: re- 
ferred to the same committee. Also, the memorial of BK. E. 
Pritchard and 42 others, citizens of Connecticut, praying 
that Canada may be immediately and unconditionally an 
nexed to the Union: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 





IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 28, 1845. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 


a communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting the report of the superintendent for 
constructing a standard of weights and measures; 
which, on motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, was 
ordered to be printed, with 200 copies, in addition 
to the usual quantity, for the use of the office of the 
superintendent. 

Also laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting, in com- 

liance with a resolution of the Senate, a synoptical 
index of all the instructions given by the Treasury 
Department, in relation to the revenue laws; which, 
on motion of Mr. EVANS, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Also a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, enclosing a report from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, giving in- 
formation relative to the reserved mineral lands in 
the State of Illinois: ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the message of the 
President of the United States, accompanie doc- 
uments relative to the operations of the United 
States squadron on the west coast of Africa, was 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented several. memorials 
from citizens of Seneca county, New York, prayin 
for the immediate annexation of Texas to the Uni- 
ted States, and the occupation of the whole of Ore- 
gon: ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Wyoming Valley, Pennsylvania, praying the 
passage of the joint resolution for the relief of Fran- 
ces Slocum, of the Miami tribe of Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from 29 citizens of 
New York, praying that measures may be taken for 
the acquisition of Canada by the United States: or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it be indefinitely postponed, the bill 
from the House for the relief of George Wentling. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That 30,000 copies of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents nes list of Tn in addition to 
those heretofore ordered, be printed forthe use of the Sen- 
ate. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, leave was granted to 





withdraw from the files the papers of Holly Roper, 
of Belmont county, Ohio. 

Several adverse reports of the standing commit- 
tees, on private claims, were concurred in by the 
Senate. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers of Wm. W. 
Chinn. 

Mr. CHOATE presented the petition of the heirs- 
at-law of John Manning, deceased, for indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800: ordered to lie on 
the table. 

The fellowing bills were then read the third time 
and passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Putney and Riddle. 

The bill for the relief of Reuben Gentry, and 
others; and the bill for the relief of William Hen- 
son. 

‘The engrossed bill entitled An act to enable the 
Chickasaw nation of Indians to try the validity of 
their claims in the courts of the United States, was 
read the third time; and, the question being, “Shall 
it pass??’?— 

rt. JARNAGIN opposed the passage of the 
bill, on the ground that it would exhaust all the in- 
terest due those Indians, which has accrued on their 
fund held in trust by the United States, in feeing at- 
toraeys in the District of Columbia to prosecute 
their claims before the district and Supreme Courts. 

Messrs. FOSTER, WALKER, and BERRIEN 
advocated the passage of the bill, en the ground that 
it would enable those poor Indians to get that jus- 
tice before the courts which was denied them by the 
tarday action of Congress; and on the ground that 
the passage of the bill was desired by the whole 
Coit nation, who had sent an agent on here to 
press it upon the consideration of Congress. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed 
by yeas 18, nays 15, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Barrow, Ber 
rien, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Colquitt, Dickinsen, Fos 
ter, Hannegan, Henderson, Johnson, Porter, Sturgeon, 
Walker, and Woodbury—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Evans, Jarnagin, McDuffie, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
Semple, Tappan, and White—15. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill from 
the House entitled an act regulating commercial in- 
tercourse with the island of Miguelon and St. 
Pierre. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the joint resolution 
from the House directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, whenever any State shall have been or may be 
in default for the payment of interest or principal 
on investments in its stocks or bonds held by the 
United States in trust, to retain certain moneys to 
which such State is entitled for the purposes therein 
named, i 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
the State of Michigan and certain railroad compa- 
nies—that is, by extending the time allowed to 
them to lay down certain solleoail iron, which they 
were heretofore authorized to import free of duty. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, Mr. 
STURGEON demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN .said he would make no 
speech against the bill, merely to save the time of the 
Senate. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
passed by yeas 22, nays 18, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Clayton, Col- 
quitt, Crittenden, Evans, Foster, Francis, Henderson, Hu- 

er, Johnson, McDuffie, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Semple, 
oe Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury — 
NAYS—Messrs Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Benton, Buchanan, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Han- 
negan, Hay wood, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Sturgeon, and Tap- 
pan—18. 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, at the next session of Congress, the 
number of the pre-emption land claims in the State of Louis. 
iana, for which patents cannot be issued on account of the 


irregularities in the entries, or from other causes, and a 
plan for their adjustment. 


Mr. EVANS then called for the orders of the 


day. 
Mr. ALLEN desired to bring on action upon the 
bill for the admission of the States of lowa and 


Florida. He therefore moved to take up that bill, 





ee 
pr a i Ce 





a 





Fe 7 SA arp =O ” 
lye 


z 
+ 


pe go 


GROG ¢ PTI IT ANE her 


Pra duath ba oa 
caste. we: 9 aco enews 
Fees sce omnia 
Ee es Pea . 
greens peepee A gp ae ye 
-- <= : 





2 


366 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 





as he did not believe that much time would be con- 
sumed ae ai 

Mr. EVANS said that the orders of the day took 
precedence. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would therefore move to 
postpone the orders of the day, and take up House 
bill 497, “An act for the admission of the States of 
lowa and Florida into the Union.” 

Mr. EVANS opposed that motion, and said that 
it was important to act upon the appropriation bill. 
All who were conversant with the business of Con- 
gress knew how difficult it was to ge an appropria- 
tion bill through when there was disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses. 

Mr. McDUFFIE asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEA%3~—Mesers. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, McDuffie, Niles, 
Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Wood- 
bury—v23 

NAYS Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran- 
cis, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, 


Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Upham, 
White, and Woodbricge—26. 


So the Senate refused to take up the bill for the 
admission of lowa and Florida. 

Mr. BREESE presented a report in reply toa 
resolution of the Senate on the subject of mineral 
lands, laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill on the 
5th page, 117th line, by inserting an appropriation 
of $3000 “for contingent expenses in relation to 
loans.” 

Mr. WOODBURY wished to know what the ex- 
penses were. : 

Mr. EVANS said they were for printing forms, 
transfers, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill in the 15th 
page, 348th line, by striking out the word “annual,” 
in the clause making an appropriation “for annual 
repairs of the President’s House:” agreed to. 

Mr. E. moved to insert on the 23d page, after 


' 252d line, “for erecting a monument over the remains 


of the late Major General Alexander Macomb, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, $1,000. 

After some conversation between Messrs. EVANS 
and WOODBURY, the amendment was agreed to. 

An amendment appropriating $2,000 for deficien- 
cy in the appropriation for salaries of certain clerks 
in one of the departments, was agreed to. 

Also an appropriation of $80,000 for the mission 
to China. 

Mr. EVANS then offered an additional section, 
appropriating such amount of money as might be 
necessary to pay the postage directed by the bill 
now before Congress, to be paid by the department 
and charged to the government; the said appropri- 
ation to take effect in the event of the passage of 
the bill reducing postages and restricting the frank- 
ing privilege. 

Mr. SEVIER offered an amendment to the amend- 
ment directing the amount of postage thus paid by 
the department and charged to government to be 
reported to the next Congress: agreed to. 

The section was then added nom. con. 

Mr. EVANS moved to reduce the appropriation 
for keeping up the magnetic telegraph between 
Washington and Baltimore from $8,000 to $3,000. 
He said that the telegraph, extended as it was only 
from Washington to Baltimore, was useless; and he 
thought $8,000 to much to pay for keeping it in op- 
eration, as it had been during the past year. With 
a view, however, to the preservation of the wires 
and posts, and keeping them in good repair, he pro- 
»0sed to appropriate $3,000. The Committee on 
Pinnse had been pressed to report an appropriation 
for extending the telegraph to New York; but they 
did not think it their duty, as the subject was before 
the Committee on Commerce. If the telegraph was 
to be kept up for the benefit of merchants, a tariff of 
prices should be adopted. 

Mr. BARROW regretted the motion made by the 
senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans.) He desired to 
offer an amendment extending the telegraph from 
Baltimore to New York. He believed that the tel- 
egraph, erected by the government and controlled by 
the Post Office Department, would not only pay its 
expenses, but be a source of revenue. He hoped 
to see the day when it would be extended to Boston 
and New Orleans. 

Mr. EVANS, with a view to enable the senator 


to offer his amendment, withdrew the motion he had 
made. 

_ Mr. BARROW then moved to insert the follow- 
ing instead of the sa for keeping up the 
telegraph between Washington and Baltimore: 

That the Postmaster General be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed, in concurrence with the proprietors of Morse’s 
electro-magnetic telegraph, to contract for the construction 
of said telegraph from the city of Baltimore to such point in 
or opposite to the city of New York, as may be found most 
practicable, for the exclusive use and direction of the Uni- 
ted States; provided the same shall consist of a line of six 
wires, and shall not exceed the cost of four hundred and 
sixty-one dollars per mile, inclusive of all necessary instru- 
ments for establishing telegraphic communications to and 
from the city of Washington, and Baltimore, in Maryland; 
Wilmington, in Delaware; Philadelphia, in Peunsylvania; 
Trenton, in New Jersey; and the city of New York, re- 
spectively —to be paid out of any moneys in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated; and the same, when construct- 
ed, shall be assigned and made appurtenant to the Post Of- 
fice Department, under the superintendence of Samuel F. B. 
Morse, and under such regulations, and tariff of charges for 
communications made thereby, for private or government 
purposes, as the Postmaster General shall institute, and un- 
til Congress shall otherwise order. And the sum of eight 
thousand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the treasury not otherwise preceprenet. to be expended, 
together with the unexpended balance of the former appro- 
priation, under the direction of the Postmaster General, for 
the care, repairs, and superintendence of said telegraph, 
with power to adjust and pay all outstanding demands 
thereen. 

Mr. McDUFFIE hoped the Senate would not 
agree to the amendment. The subject had not been 
considered, and yet a large sum of money was thus 
proposed to be voted away. What was this tele- 
graph to do? Would it transmit letters and 
newspapers? Under what power in the constitution 
did senators propose to erect this telegraph? He 
was not aware of a7 authority except under the 
clause for the establishment of post roads. And be- 
sides the telegraph might be made very mischievous, 
and secret information after communicated to the 
a ag of merchants. 

r. BENTON asked how much would be appro- 
priated to a. the telegraph to New York. 

Mr. BARROW said that at the rate of $46] 
per mile, as proposed, the cost would be about 
$100,000. ’ 

Mr. BENTON said he was one of those who had 
rejoiced at the invention of the magnetic telegraph, 
and he looked forward to the time when it would be 
of great value to the business and commerce of the 
country. But was there a call for it by the mer- 
chants of the country? Was there any provision 
for making tl.e telegraph pay for itself? He had no 
doubt that the time would come When this telegraph 
would be extensively used; but he wanted it to be 
called for by the commerce of the country, and pay 
its own expenses. He looked to this telegraph as 
an important agent for keeping railroad companies 
in check, and prevent them from charging the gov- 
ernment exorbitant prices for carrying the mails. 
He wanted some system—some well digested plan, 
and therefore he should vote against the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said no petitions had come 
from the merchants in favor of the telegraph, be- 
cause they thought its value and importance was 
too evident to require being brought to the notice of 
Congress. He thought no danger would result 
from its establishment, owned as it would be by the 
government, and controlled by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, who would ,be authorized to adopt a tariff of 
prices for the transmission of information. 

Mr. EVANS said he was not hostile to the ex- 
tension of the telegraph; and he thought it next to 
useless, unless extended to New York. He thought, 
however, that some preliminary arrangements 
would have to be made before such an extension 
was authorized. It would be necessary to acquire 
the right to the land, and prevent the government 
from being overcharged by the owners. The tele- 
graph was now on the railways, and no one could 
say how long the company might allow it to remain 
there. 

Mr. BARROW said he was satisfied of the force 
of the remarks which had been made in opposition 
tothe extension of the telegraph at this time; and 
therefore he would withdraw the amendment he 
had offered. . : 

Mr. EVANS then renewed his motion to reduce 
the appropriation for the support of the telegraph 
from $5,000 to _ 

Mr. MILLER hoped that the sum of $8,000 
would be allowed to remain, inasmuch as it cost 
$666 per month to operate the telegraph. 

Mr. EVANS said he was aware of how much it 
cost, as operated last year; but he supposed it would 


not be carried on in future as it had been hitherio. 
Why should the government wish to work the te]- 
egraph for the benefit of private individuals? If the 
merchants wished the benefits of the telegraph be- 
tween here and Baltimore, let them pay for it. In- 
stead of keeping six persons, as now, he would 
wre og have two or three to keep the telegraph in 
order. 

Mr. MILLER said that more experiments should 
be made with the telegraph, hefore it was extended; 
and all six of the persons now employed would be 
required. 

The question was then taken on the motion of the 
senator from Maine; and it was rejected. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN offered an amendment re- 
quiring that the advertising of contracts by the de- 

artments should be given to the two papers in 
ashington having the largest permanent circula- 
tion, = to a third paper selected at the discretion 
of the President; and that the prices paid them shall 
be the same as those paid by private individuals 
for advertising. This amendment was adopted. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the appropriation 
or books, distributed to the members of the House, 
was increased from $69,943, to $87,755. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to insert, at the 363d 
line, on the 15th page, the word, “either marble or 
granite, or both,” so as to leave it discretionary 
with the President to have the new war and nay 
buildings built of marble or granite, as should be 
thought best. 

Mr. McDUFFIE addressed the Senate in opposi- 
tion to the expensive style of public buildings adopted 
by the United States. He referred to the fact there 
was not a marble royal palace in England. St. 
James was a ware-house looking building, and 
Buckingham palace, the finest there, was Built of 
brick and plastered. Yet we republicans, forsooth, 
must have fine marble edifices for our public offices. 
He should like to see plain brick or stone edifices 
constructed. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that there was very little 
difference as to cheapness between marble and 
granite. 

Mr. McDUFFIE (Mr. W. having withdrawn his 
motion) moved to strike out the words “of materi- 
als similar to those of the General Post Office.” 

Mr. MERRICK argued in favor of having the 
public buildings constructed of marble. 

Mr. McDUFFIE wished to leave the matter to 
the discretion of the President. He knew little on 
the subject; but he had always supposed that sand 
stone, which was soft at first, became afterwards 
quite hard, and was well adapted for building pur- 
poses, besides being much cheaper than marble. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS said that the appropriation proposed 
was $80,000. Now, all knew that this sum would 
not by sufficient to complete a building suitable for 
either department. Instead of $80,000, these edi- 
fices wal cost nearer one million each. Congress 
was continually called upon to make appropriations 
for buildings, giving a small sum at first, and then 
more from time to time. He instanced the New 
York custom, for which about $40,000 was first ap- 
propriated, and which cost in the end about $1,200,- 
000. He said Congress should have some fixed 
understanding on the subject as to the cost and plan 
ef the proposed building, before it authorized their 
construction. Therefore, he moved to strike out 
the whole clause authorizing an appropriation, and 
insert in lieu thereof, a clause authorizing the Presi- 
dent to employ an architect who should submit plans 
to the next Congress, which could act understand- 
ing. on the subject. 

is amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to insert an appropriation 
of $10,000 for completing the publication of the 
report of the exploring expedition. Agreed to. 

r. HENDERSON moved to strike out $3,666 67 
in the 34th line of the 28th page, and insert $7,666 67; 
so as to continue the allowance of extra compensa- 
sation to the district judges in the southwestern 
States. 

Upon this motion a long debate arose. 

r. JOHNSON approved of the amendment, and 
advocated its adoption. 

Mr. EVANS disapproved of it on principle. 

The subject was debated at great length by Messrs. 
SEVIER, EVANS, BENTON, CRITTENDEN, 
HENDERSON, ARCHER, BARROW, JOHN- 
SON, HUGER, and WOODBURY. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected, ayes 18, noes 20. 

Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill at page 











99, after line 710, by inserting, “ for compensation 
to J. Pemberton Hutchinson, for diplomatic services 
at Lisbon, $2,900.” 

Mr. EVANS objected to the amendment. - 

Mr. ARCHER supported it, as in conformity with 
the practice of the government in similar cases. 

Mr. BATES inquired, if that was the case, why it 

not been paid. 
= ARCHER replied that a special act of Con- 
gress was re uired in each case. : 

Mr. BATES. Why put it in an apprepriation 
pill? Why not leave it for a special act: 

Mr. ARCHER. Precedents of this mode may 
ye found in many appropriation bills heretofore 
passed. 

PeMr. CRITTENDEN asked what authority con- 
suls had to act as chargés des affaires ? 

Mr. ARCHER explained that a chargé d’affaires 
leaving his mission has to appoint some American 
citizen to take care of the correspondence of the gov- 
ernment ; and, if there is no secretary of legation, the 
practice is to confide the duty to the American con- 


sul. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN only wanted to do right. 
Mr. PEARCE. Did this government recognise 
him as its correspondent? 
| {Mr. ARCHER. My impression is it must have 


done so, from the nature of the correspondence, | 


which is voluminous and important. 


Mr. EVANS objected to this encouragement of | 


yearly applications for self-imposed services. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected to its introduction 
into an appropriation bill. 
merits as @ private claim, and be reported upon by 
one of the committees. 


Mr. ARCHER. There is abundant evidence of | 


the jastice of the claim. Knowing it to be just, 
why, on the mere plea of want of formality, reject 
it? 

Mr. BUCHANAN bore testimony to the pains 
with which the claim had been investigated by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. It was thought 
just to remunerate Mr. Hutchinson for diplomatic 
services as consul. 

The question was then taken, and the amendment 
was adopted—ayes 19, noes 17. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to amend the bill in the 
4th page after the 91st line, by inserting a provision 
that the clerks in the New Orleans custom-house be 
paid arrears of ve from 1833 to 1837, being the 
difference between w 
they received last year, so as to equalize their pay 
to that of the clerks in the custom-houses of New 
York, Philadelphia, and Boston. 

Mr. EVANS. What will the appropriation 
amount to ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
tee of the House of Representatives said about it. 

Mr. EVANS. That cannot be authority here— 
it will throw no light on the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If it is objected to, I may read 
itas part of my speech. 

Mr. EVANS. Without urging my objection, | 
say the report will throw no light on the justice of 
the claim. 

The Secretary of the Senate was allowed to read 
the report, and proceeded with it for half an hour, 
until it was manifest all the senators present were 
engaged in conversation about something else ; 
when 

Mr. ARCHER rose and said: Mr. President, I 
suggest to the honorable senator from Louisiana 
that, inasmuch as nobody is listening to the report— 
for looked round before I rose to make the re- 
mark—I put it to his courtesy and candor to say, 
is there any use in delaying the business of the Sen- 
ate by going through with it? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Sufficient has been read to 
prove the merits of the claim. 

Mr. EVANS. The whole thing is wrong. The 
clerks got the salaries they were entitled to, and all 
they had a right to expect. It was nothing but a 
distribution af so much money to them. If such 
things have been done heretofore any where, it was 
wrong to do it, and it is now high time to puta stop 
to it. Talk of arrears! What arrears were due to 
these clerks? They got all they had a right to, and 
should get no more. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thefduties at New Orleans are 
heavier and more onerous than in New York; why 
not pay the clerks there as well cs in the other great 
commercial cities? 

Mr. EVANS. Fecu.use, if wrong has been done 
heretofore, it is n» reason we should persist in do- 
ing it still, They have no cl im whatever. 


lt ought to stand on its | 


at they then received and what | 


I will read what the Commit- 








CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


existing law governing the case, which prohibit 
extra allowances to Sake in custom-houses, be- 
yond their fixed salaries. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLER moved to amend the bill in the 
24th page, after line 587, by inserting an appropria- 
tion of $30,000 for the purchase or construction of 
a free bridge across the eastern branch of the Poto- 
mac, above the navy-yard. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped his friend would 
withdraw the amendment. ft might, with as much 
reason, be proposed to buy up the roads in the 
District. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Has notthe House in- 
definitely postponed the bill for this very purpose? 

Mr. MILLER. No; the bill was only laid on 
the table in the House. The District of Columbia 
never can get anything unless through the appro- 
priation bills. As to purchasing a bridge, where 
was the difference between that and purchasing any 
other property necessary for the government? 

Mr. EVANS. Let the matter stand on the spe- 
cial bill now in the other House. It can be taken 
up any momentthe House is disposed to act upon it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

At half-past 4 o’clock, 

Mr. ALLEN moved the Senate to take a recess. 

“‘No, no,” from various quarters of the Senate. 

Mr. EVANS. There is no occasion for a recess; 
we will be done in half an hour. The motion can- 
not be entertained while a bill is undergoing amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to amend the bill in the 
29th page, by inserting an appropriation of $1,450 
for compensation to Arthur Middleton for diplomatic 
services in Spain. It was a case similar to that al- 
a adopted. 

r. EVANS. As this is a similar case, it may 
goin now. When the bill is reported, both cases 
can be acted on. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to strike out the eighth 
section, which is— ; 


“That from and after the 30th June, 1845, the mileage of 
members and delegates of the House of Representatives and 
Senators shall be computed by the nearest mail route from 
the seat of government to their respective post offices, to be 
ascertained from the books of the Post Office Department.” 


Mr. BERRIEN called for the yeas and nays 

Mr. CRITTENDEN—alluding to the fact that 
this was a matter of modification of other laws—said 
the last place he should expect to find it was in an ap- 
propriation bill. What is an appropriation bill? It 
is merely a bill to provide for the payment of mon- 
ey for the ordinary purposes of the government. 
And here is a provision introduced foreign to the 
character of the bill—a provision regulating the 
mileage of members of Congress. It might, with 
just as much propriety, undertake to regulate the 
salaries of judges. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that he lived so 
near the seat of government that he had no person- 
al interest in this matter; but it was one in which 
the whole country was interested. ‘There were 
many considerations why the existing law should 
not be interfered with in this way. Western and 
southern members coming from great distances 
have many inconveniences in coming here which 
those near at hand are not subject to. They have 
to leave their families and to neglect their own 
affairs at home. This was a small affair, and seemed 


| an improper attack individually upon members of 
| Congress. 


r. ARCHER concurred with the senator from 
Kentucky as to the impropriety of this clause in an 
appropriation bill. hilst he should vote for strik- 
ing itout, he wished to be understood as — so 
not for the same reasons urged by the senator from 
Pennsylvania. He regarded the present mode of 
calculating mileage as a great abuse, and therefore 
was favorable to a reform of that abuse; but not of 
doing it in this irregular way. 

Mr. BERRIEN withdrew his call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SEVIER explained what did not seem to 
be understood by those who were so anxious for 
the reform of this item of mileage. He would take 
his own case: he lived in a portion of Arkansas 
where, by the mail route, nothing buta horse mail 
could travel; and if he was to come to the seat of 
government by that route he should have to come 
without a trunk, and he presumed it was not ex- 

ected a member was to do that. In order to bring 
Die trunk or anything he had to carry for his own 


Mr. CRITTENDEN read the provisions of the 
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use, he was necessarily compelled to take a suitable 
route and come by steamboat the greater part of the 
way. Many other members were similarly situa- 


ted. 

Mr HANNEGAN asked ifany abuse of the ex- 
isting law could be polnted out. The terms of the 
law are, that mileage should he calculated by the 
distance of the usually travelled route. Now, in 
what instance was there an abuse of these provi- 
sions? But he could tell the senator from Virginia 
of areal abuse—and a very serious abuse in the 
two Houses: it was in the absence of those drawirg 
their money for daily attendance and services they 
did not perform. [Mr. Benton, from his seat. 
Non-attendance, sir, non-attendance is the abuse. } 
The great abuse, and that loudly calling for reform, 
was the daily absence of members from their seats; 
not the mere mileage on fifty or sixty milesin travel- 
ling to the seat of government. 

The motion prevailed, and it was agreed that the 
section should be stricken out. 

MEXICAN INDEMNITIES. 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bil! by in- 
serting the following clause: 

For paying the April and July instalments of the Mexi 


| can indemnities due in 1844, $275,000; Provided, It shall be 








ascertained, to the satisfaction of the American govern- 
ment, that said instalments have been paid by the Mexican 
government to the agent appointed by the United States to 
receive the same. 
_ In support of his motion Mr. B. read the follow- 
ing paragraph from Mr. Shannon's official despatch 
of the 21st of September last, to show that the in- 
stalments referred to had been paid to the United 
States agent in Mexico on the 2ith day of August 
last: 

‘The instalments which fell due on the 30th of April and 
30th of July last, under the convention of the 30th January, 
1843, were paid to the agent of the government appointed to 
receive and transmit the same,on the 27thultimo. [| am in- 
clined to believe that this government will hereafter be 
more prompt in meeting its engagements under the above- 
named treaty than it has heretofore been; and if it should 
turn out otherwise, it will be owing to a real inability te 
raise the means. | am advised that it was with the utmost 
peggy that this government was able to raise the money 
to pay the two last instalments. The truth is, there is no 
money in the treasury; and the large military establishment 
kept up by the government, and which must be paid, ab- 
sorbs the revenues as fast as they comein. But, as Santa 
Anna is desirous to avoid a rupture at this time with the 
United States, I am Inclined to think that every exertion 
will be made on the — ofthis government to meet the fu- 
ture instalments as they become due.” 

Mr. B. said this was an authentic declaration to 
our government that the money had been paid six 
months ago to the United Siates agent, and in con- 
formity to it official notice was given by the Depart- 
ment of State, immediately on*the oan of Mr. 
Shannon’s letter, that such was the fact; but on ap- 
plying at the treasury, the claimants were informed 
that nothing had been remitted, and this continues 
to be the answer up to the present day. In conse- 
quence of this disappointment, a call had been made 
upon the President, at the instance of the claimants, 
for all the information in relation to these payments; 
and in answering that call. the President had com- 
municated the letter of Mr. Shannon just quoted, 
stating the payment six months ago, and also a let- 
ter from Mr. Benjamin E. Green, dated in this city, 
on the 25th of January last, to rebut the letter of 
Mr. Wilson, by saying that the payment on the 
27th of August was made by giving orders on an 
empty treasury, which were not paid when pre- 
sented. To this letter of Mr. Benjamin E. Green, 
Mr. B. said that there were three or four different 
answers to be given, each of which invalidated it. 
In the first place, Mr. Shannon affirms positively, 
twenty-five days after payment, that it was made in 
money, and with money raised with great difficulty, 
and in order to avoid any difficulty with the United 
States. This was a statement totally at variance 
with a fictitious payment, by an order on an 
empty <r. his was one answer. Another 
was that Mr. Shannon wrote another letter early in 
November to give notice to the government that the 
instalment due on the 30th of October had not been 
— and saying nothing about those of April and 

uly, and this in a letter full of complaints against 
the Mexican government. This prompt communi- 
cation of the non-payment of the October instalment, 
without suggesting or stating any failure to pay the 
two previous ones, or any mistake in his letter, was 
full proof that, up to that time, which was upwards 
of two months after the alleged payment of the two 
previous instalments, he had not heard of any 
mistake or default about these two payments. 
Another answer was, that the letters from Mr. 
Shannon were continued down to the 9th of Janu- 
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ary, and in none of these did he mention any balk 
or failure in the payment of the two instalments, or 
suggest any error in his report of the same. A fur- 
ther answer was, that the agent to whom the money 
was alleged to have been paid on the 27th of Au- 
gust Iast had not yet given any information of pay- 
ment or non-payment to the American government, 
a silence which strongly implies that there has been 
no default on the part of Mexico—no fictitious pay- 
ment by idle orders on an empty treasury. A 
still further reason was, that if the agent had re- 
ceived orders on an ary treasury, it was ille- 
gaily done, and the United States were liable 
for the act of their agent. Mr. B. said the treaty 
was for gold and silver, and made so on purpose to 
avoid the danger of paper orders on an empty treas- 
ury. The treaty, or convention, was first agreed 
upon for a parent in notes upon the Mexican 
treasury, and to pay down the whole indemnities at 
once. ‘This article was changed by a subsequent 
convention from a paper payment to a hard money 
payment; and a prompt payment of the whole ex- 
tended into five years’ quarterly instalments in gold 
and silver. This was the convention; and after 
that to take orders on the treasury was illegal, and 
doing what the second convention was made to pre- 
vent. 

These were answers enough, Mr. B. said, to Mr. 
Ben. E. Green's statement; but he, (Mr. B.,) in the 
nmendment which he had submitted, did not ask the 
Senate to decide on the fact of payment, or non-pay- 
ment, but to refer that decision to the American gov- 
ernment, and to authorize the government to make 
payment to the claimants, provided it was found 
that their agent had paid the money. He was the 
agent of the government, not of the claimants, and 
the claimants could only look to the government, 
who must look to their agent themselves. 

Several senators here asked the name of the agent. 

Mr. Benton answered that it was Messrs. Har- 
gous & Co. 

Mr. ARCHER said the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Woreign Relations had been directed to this 
matter, and he stated his reasons for approving of 
the motion made by the senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BENTON observed, that he understood 
from the claimants that they considered the agency 
appointed for them altogether onerous. They 
could have had the money remitted from Vera Cruz 
for much less than the expense of agency, and with- 
out risk. There could be no objection to the amend- 
ment, because it provides that it is only in the event 
of satisfactory proof to our government that the 
money has been paid to its accredited agent, that the 
appropriation will be made use of. 

ir. McDUFFIE considered it a very dangerous 
precedent. It would be making the government an 
insurer of agencies, and liable for defalcations of 
agents transacting business between other parties. 

“Mr. ARCHER udderstood from a mercantile gen- 
tleman of undoubted information, that there was not 
a more respectable firm in the country than the 
house of Hargous & Co., in New York, a branch of 
which is located in Vera Cruz. The presumption 
is, that they have not received the money; or if they 
have, it may be on the way to the United States treas- 
ury. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. If this isa house of undoubted 
good standing—as he had no doubt it was—it only 
made confusion worse confounded. ‘The money 
has been paid, it seems. Who has it? Where is it? 

Mr. WOODBURY thought it would be precipi- 
tate to act without due information. There was 
really no evidence of the payment of the money, or 
of the defalcation of the agent. There were the 
letters of Mr. Shannon, but he may have been de- 
ceived by the statements made to him when he 
wrote these letters. The matter appeared to him 
(Mr. W.) to be open to a plain solution. It is very 
probable, and he had no doubt it would so turn out, 
that the Mexican government handed to the nt 
orders on the Mexican treasury; and having done 
so, told Mr. Shannon that the instalments were 
paid. Butit appears by Mr. Green’s letter, of the 
18th of December last, that the orders on the Mex- 
ican treasury were not paid; oe the in- 
stalments yet remain unpaid. Mr. W. here quoted 
the letter alluded to: 


Wasninevtox, December 18, 1844. 


Sia: In reply to your note of yesterday, I have to inform 
you, that up to the time | left the city of Mexico, neitherof 
the three instalments, which last fell due, had been paid. 


From the 30th April last until the arrival of Mr. Shannon, I 
made almost daily application for the money; but the large 
sum raised by forced loan to pay our claims, had been ap- 


my inquiries were always answered by a promise to pay on 
the morrow, orina few days. 

When Mr. Shannon arrived in Mexico, the Minister of 
Foreign Relations addressed him a note, dated the 2d Sep- 
tember, inwhich it was stated that the money had been 
paid to the agent appointed to receive it. The fact is, that 
orders upon the treasury were given to the agent; but 
when these orders were presented, no money could be ob- 
tained on them up to the time when Mr. Trigueros left the 
Treasury Department; an/ the first act of his successor was 
to suspend the payment of all orders. 

Ihave reason to believe that the note of the Mexican 
Minister of Foreign Relations, of the second of September, 
was written in consequence of an impression that the Mexi- 
can government, by failing to pay the instalment which fell 


| due on the 30th of —_ had forfeited its right to pay by 


instalments under the convention of 1843, and that Mr. 
Shannon was going out with instructions to demand the 
whole amount of the indemnity under the convention ol 
1339. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

BENJAMIN E GREEN. 
Hon. Gero. M: Bise, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. W. maintained, that in view of this evidence, 
it was altogether premature to act in this matter 
without further inquiry. 

Mr. EVANS thought so too. Suppose even the 
agent had received the money, and had transmitted 
it in good faith by a vessel from Vera Cruz, and it 
was lost by shipwreck: would it be proper to make 
the United States liable for it? 

Mr. BENTON said he knew nothing about the 
agent, Messrs. Hargous & Co., and said nothing 
about their responsibility; but he knew the duty of 
an agent appointed to receive a great sum of money; 
and that was, to keep his employer promptly and 
correctly advised of every impediment in the way 
of payment. This had not been done in this case. 


| The money is alleged, by the United States minis- 


plied te other purposes by the Mexican government, and || 


ter, to have been paid six months ago; the agent 
has not yet given any information of the payment, 
or non-payment, to his government, although the 
arrivals have been regular and constant from Mexi- 
co. This silence—six months’ silence—in such a 
case is contrary to the duty of an agent, and raises 
a presumption against him sufficient to warrant the 
inquiry and conditional payment, by the United 
States, which the amendment proposes. 

Mr. B. read the clauses of the convention which 
made it the duty of the government of the United 
States to appoint the agent, and to receive the 
money from him, and read several commissions 
from President Tyler to different persons, appoint- 
ing them agents under the convention, and showed 
that the claimants had nothing to do with such 
agent—no hand in appointing him, fixing his com- 
pensation, “or requiring security. The government 
appointed whom they pleased, with or without se- 
curity, and it would seem always without; and the 
loss, if any, was theirs. Mr, eas letter crimi- 
nated the Mexican government: Mr. Shannon's of 
Sept. 21 was honorable to them, and it was a case in 
which Mr. Shannon, writing on the spot, spoke posi- 
tively, and with the means of knowing the truth of 
what he said: Mr. Green wrote in this city, three 
thousand miles from the scene of the transaction, and 
— at his facts and his reasons for his guesses. 

he evidence was in favor of Mexico, and against 
the agent. It was enough to justify a verdict 
against the agent; but he only asked for an inquiry, 
and for Perea by the United States in the event 
that they should find, upon inquiry, that their agent 
had received the money. He hoped the amendment 
would pass. 

The subject was further discussed, and then the 
amendment was adopted—yeas 20, nays 15. 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, two appropriations 
were inserted in the 14th page of the bill, viz: One 
of $2,423 for improvements in the Capitol, and one 
of $3,160 for improvements in the hot-air furnaces 
of the lower story of the building. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE moved to insert in the bill, 
on the 26th page, after the 640th line, an appropria- 
tion of $10,000 for the correction of certain erroneous 
surveys in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. SEVIER asked at what rate per mile? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE answered $6 

Mr. SEVIER said $3 per mile was the usual rate 
in the Western States. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said the difficulties of the 
country to be surveyed were such that less than $6 
would not do. 

This point was discussed by Messrs. SEVIER, 
WOODBRIDGE, and BENTON, and then the 
amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to amend the appropriation 
for the Patent Office, by inserting $200 for com- 
pensation to the-Librarian. 

It was adopted. 











Mr. WOODBRIDGE moved to amend the bil) 
in the 17th , after line 410, by striking ou; 
$10,000 and inserting $24,500 [being the compensa. 
tion of the clerks in the offices of the surveyors 
general, to be appropriated to them according to 
the exigencies of the public service, and for tran. 
scribing field notes, &c.] 

Mr. EVANS said this matfer had been fully ex. 
amined and discussed in the other House. He dis. 
liked getting into a controversy about such amend- 
ments, and hoped this would not be adopted. 

Mr. WOODBRIDRE pointed out the necessity 
of the case. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped the amendment would pre- 
vail. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. WOOD- 
BBIDGE, PORTER, and ALLEN, the amend. 
ment was adopted. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired if the chairman of 
the Committee of Finance intended to go on, or take 
a recess? 

Mr. EVANS replied that his object was to have 
the bill reported and the amendments disposed of, 
that those adopted might be engrossed this evening. 
It would not be necessary to take a recess. 

Mr. ALLEN (it being now half past 5 o’clock, 
p. m.) moved the Senate to take a recess; and called 
for the yeas and nays on that question. 

Mr. EVANS said it was not in order to aet upon 
that motion pending the amendment of a bill. 

Mr. CHOATE moved to amend the bill in the 
29th page, and 710th line, by inserting an appropria- 
tion of $958 82 for the office expenses of Mr. Alex- 
ander Everett at the court of Spain (Madrid.) 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, upon general principles, 
objected to these paltry claims on behalf of high 
and eminent officers of the government. He wished 
o show, by the rejection of some one of them as an 
example, that the Senate discountenanced such 


things. 

Mr. CHOATE maintained that if the claim was 
just, the paltriness of the sum was no reason for its 
rejection. 

After a short discussion, the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to augment the appropria- 
tion of $100,000 for the survey of the public lands 
to the estimate of the department, $135,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then reported with the amendments 
adopted as in committee of the whole; and the ques- 
tion being on concurring in the amendments, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, all the amendments 
were concurred in, with the exception of those dis- 
posed of as follows 

Mr. ALLEN now called for a recess. 

Mr. EVANS said it was not in order. 

The question then came up on the first of the ex- 
cepted amendments, namely, the appropriation of 
$275,000 for the payment of the Mexican indemni- 
ties, should it appear that a duly authorized agent 
of this government had received them. 

On this amendment the yeas and nays were called 
for, and ordered. 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
BENTON, McDUFFIE, CRITTENDEN, and 
ARCHER. 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 20, 
nays 24, as fellows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Bag- 
by, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Choate, Dickinson, Dix, 
Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Jarnagin, Pearce, Sevier, 
Walker, White, and Woodbridge—20 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Bu- 
chanan, Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fuir- 
field, Foster, Huger, Huntington, Lewis, McDuffie, Man- 
gum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Phelps, Semple, Upham, 
and Woodbury—24. 

So the Senate refused to concur in the amend- 
ment. 

The next amendments were those for diplomatic 
services in Lisbon and Madrid, and they were con- 
curred in. 

On the question of concurring in the amendment 
to the appropriation for a minister to China, 

Mr. WALKER hoped the original appropriation 
would be allowed to stand. No man could calculate 
the probable importance of our commerce with Chi- 
na. The Chinese are a people much infiuenced by 
rank; and, therefore, it was desirable the minister 
we should send to that country should be of the 
nee rade. 


r. EVANS did not agree with the senator as to 
the reasons he anne’ for having a minister of ihe 
highest grade in China. We have the authority of 


r. Cushing in corroboration of all we have ever 


ents 


dis- 
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